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—The supreme pro-testant of the ages—Jesus of Nazareth — 
made the Last Judgment itself an everlasting arbitrament on the 
side of the uttermost democracy. The “accepted,” are those who had 
lived the primacy of human need and human fellowship, the “re- 
jected,” those who had imagined that something else was religion. 


—-Robert Whitaker 
Editorials: 
What About Spellman? 
Praise For Russians Pity For Jews 
The Fate of Maritain . «. . « «Kenneth Leslie | 
Anti-Semitism Triumphant . . ~. » . JosephBrainin 6 
Franco's New Law . . » ». » Johannes Steel 9 


You Cannot Sit Down On Bayonets. . Pierre van Paassen 10 
> Berlin-Algiers-New York Axis. . . . . .. « «XXX. 20 
> Reader's Digest Capitalism . . . . . Harry F. Ward 26 

The Forgotten States . . . 2 . . . Alva W.Taylor 31 

Method In Stupidity. . . . . . . Gaetano Salvemini 34 
> Papal Collaboration With Hitler. . .Henry Walter Brann 39 

Black Christy os ei oo oe ey Se SWallace 42 
> FlightToAtheism. . . . . . . . «>. ~PaulTillich 43 


Vital Literature: 3 
> Appeasement's Child . . . . Lawrence Fernsworth 49 
Letters To The Editor’ . . ... : : : 54 
Eleanor Roosevelt, Harold L. Ickes, Van Wyck ee Dorothy S: Bachan 


Arthur Upham Pope, John A. Mackay, Freda Kirchwey, Raymond Robins, 
Hewlett Johnson, Ernest Graham Guthrie. 


twenty-five cents 


/ SoM NY WE Nowe y 
Christia leader, was, Stoo ‘many beng Professor. 


of Christian, Ethics at. sade Theological Seminary 
“soc ocial ‘ethics and member, of the. Social 
Be ‘Federal Council a Ryiie GAETANO. SALVE MINI, a former’ Jihad 
rk, A of th lic n Ch 7 aber, ities ¥) Listory Hate Tealian esos ie 


tepipe 


"Harvard. 


yt) 


“f { en Canadian hae ar | LAWRENCE oe 
FERNSWORTH, Pea il es 


i 


( Bitkche 


oa yas 


of the Me oaer Americ, and J M Mo REMAN, General ai of the Kk & 


THE P PROTESTANT T ip published rea by PROTESTANT. DIGEST, | 
Naa , ; iN ‘Editorial and Execu ve Offices Re 
‘Fifth 1 


bene IND: ork) N. Y. 


. \ i] ; Ry 
Reentered as Ho evcond class. Shatter Disa ‘ 1941), at ‘eb: post aiee at + New York, i) h 
WA Pk af id N. aa kee Act of digraph ay 1879. 


z. Les Pha Py 

Ane Aasbath \Colnsaittes, of Protestant A: okinebel) under the 

; Hammond, Jr, isa voluntary group of laymen agrrsebar in th pai THE 
: ; ; made the, order ° 


Tht PROTESTANT 


Edited by KENNETH LESLIE 


Associate Editors 


PAUL TILLICH 
H. RUTLEDGE SOUTHWORTH 


JAMEs L. ADAMS 


JOSEPH BRAININ PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


RUTH NANDA ANSHEN 
RUSSELL C. BARBOUR 
G. A. BORGESE 
DWIGHT J. BRADLEY 
JAMES A. BRAY 
JEROME DAVIS 

MARK A. DAWBER 
FREDERICK M. ELIOT 
JOSEPH F, FLETCHER 

J. M. FREEMAN 
STEPHEN H: FRITCHMAN 


ERNEST GRAHAM GUTHRIE 


JOSEPH HAROUTUNIAN 
CHESTER E. HODGSON 
WALTER M. HORTON 


Editorial Advisers 


EDWIN H. HUGHES 
HEWLETT JOHNSON 
DONALD LOTHROP 

J. A. MACCALLUM 
JOHN A. MACKAY 

JOHN MACMURRAY 
CLIFTON MACON 

H. D. A. MAJOR 
FRANCIS J. MCCONNELL 
CONRAD H. MOFHLMAN 
JAMES MOFFATT 
JOSEPH G. MOORE 
LOUIE D. NEWTON 
ROBERT H. NICHOLS 
WILHELM PAUCK 


EDWIN MCN. POTEAT 
GORDON POTEAT 

A. CLAYTON POWBLL 
LEONHARD RAGAZ 
RAYMOND ROBINS 
W.S. RYCROFT 

D. R. SHARPE 
JOHANNES STEEL 
ALVA TAYLOR 
CHANNING H. ToBIAS 
GREGORY VLASTOS 
RUFUS W. WEAVER 
ROBERT WHITAKER 
HENRY N. WIEMAN 
CLAUDE WILLIAMS 


VOL. IV 


FEBRUARY-MARCH, 1943 


WHAT ABOUT SPELLMAN? 
Editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


RCHBISHOP FRANCIS SPELLMAN of New York, known in the news- 
papers as “military vicar of the United States,” is on tour. First he went to 
visit with the enemy after a cordial talk with our dear friend and movie censor 
Francisco Franco. Time Magazine calls the American Francis anti-Fascist as a 
Red soldier and democratic as baseball or ice cream. Undoubtedly Time 
Magazine will be happy to correct this error after Time Marches On and its 
smart compliment will have smoke-screened the devious flittings of the dainty 
servant of Vatican intrigue. For whom did he speak to Ciano, Ribbentrop and 
Franco? 

In England where he has been visible recently the archbishop expresses the 
wish that the secrecy of his movements be respected by the press. What’s the 
big secret? 

In every true Protestant and democratic Catholic mind on this continent 
and throughout the British Commonwealth there are two questions: (1) under 
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what democratic authority does a soldier-priest go to talk to the enemy and 
(2) what does he say to the enemy and what does he hear from the enemy? 

These are questions which Free Church ministers and their congregations 
are going to ask and they are going to expect a candid answer. The sands of 
time are running out. Those of all faiths, evangelical or humanist, must under- 
stand that their freedom is in dire peril. We are in a daze. Once more I say to 
freé Americans and Canadians, “Snap out of it!” 


PRAISE FOR RUSSIANS PITY FOR JEWS 


Psychologists know and common sense knows that praise may become 
fatuous and pity may become maudlin. Political strategists know that these 
emotions may be artificially induced among the people and may be used as 
actual weapons against those for whom the praise and pity are poured forth, 
encouraging them to shout their praise and cry their pity in order to deflect 
_ their eyes from that ball on which Mr. Churchill says they should keep their 
eyes. An article in this issue describes a new German Axis, an Axis of finance 
capital which runs from Germany through French North Africa straight into 
this country. This is an anti-Russian Axis of course and it is the existence of 
this German-French-American financial Axis which is causing Britain to move 
closer towards a British-Russian orbit of power, the foundation of which was 
laid in the British-Russian 20-year pact and which has been further projected 
recently in leading articles in the London Times. 

There are many signs of a renewed attempt to spread suspicion and dis- 
trust of Russia’s role in the present struggle, and even liberal journalists and 
editors are repeating in another key and more devastatingly the mistakes they 
made two years ago. 

Last winter when Russia made her stand against Hitler a chorus of praise 
rang out around the world for the Red Army and the Russian people. The 
Russians did not ask for praise, although they were not ungracious enough to 
spurn the praise, but they did ask for a second front. 

At that time THE PROTESTANT had some meetings in the interest of bring- 
ing to our people a greater understanding of Russia and of the fact that to 
Russians as to others deeds spoke louder than words. In those meetings I had 
occasion to say, “There is a tendency amongst some of us to indulge in a false 
optimism concerning the present chorus of praise for Russia. It sounds so good 
to our ears that we are very apt to be entirely deluded by it, for the rulers of 
the Western World and the opinion makers who serve the rulers, have not 
been converted. History has tested them many times. They have failed the 
test. They still fail the test. Beware these choruses of praise.” 


FEAR OF A SECOND FRONT IS FEAR OF CHANGE 


Now the fact that the Russians asked for a second front is of extreme im- 
portance. It is hard for us living in the full light of the world and of the 
_ world’s good favor, to realize the deep, the even resentful, pride of an isola- 
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tionism which was not Russia’s choice, but which had been forced upon her by 
the world during 20 long years of spiritual boycott. If Russia could have done 
without a second front, she certainly would never have asked for it, nor would 
Stalin have asked for it if it had not been militarily possible. Stalin’s opinion 
of the military practicability of a second front was supported by no less a figure 
than General MacNaughton, Commander-in-Chief of the Canadian forces in 
England. He is more emphatically of the same opinion today. 

It is becoming quite clear that the reason for delaying the second front has 
been a political reason and that this political reason has been based upon a 
deep-seated fear, the fear of a profound reorientation in the economic habits 
of mankind. This fear was in Europe, most of whose beneficiaries of present 
economic usages made deals with the inhuman monster of Fascism or its in- 
evitable spawn Nazism, and sold their countries one after another down the 
river into slavery and now hover like vultures in Algiers and New York, 
still confident that they can arrange things to their own satisfaction. This fear 
is not absent in America. Indeed, I believe it is greater in America than it was 
in Europe. Finance capitalism in Europe, especially in England, had lived its 
fill and, although far from the end of its tether, had in a great many minds be- 
come used to the thought that it might some day give birth to something new. 
Millions of Europeans had adopted some kind of collectivist or co-operative 
philosophy, syndicalist, socialist, communist. The co-operative movement had 
made vast strides in England and in the Scandinavian countries. In America 
none of these things had taken root to any comparable degree, and to that same 
degree the fear of a co-operative planned way of life is greater in America. 

There is much talk now once more that a second front is to be opened. 
Yet I would like to suggest that it doesn’t matter whether or not we open a 
second front or how many fronts we open or where we open them, provided 
this fear remains. We should remember that it is always possible to open 
fronts and freeze them by tacit agreement with the enemy. Unless this fear, 
this misunderstanding, always ready to flare up into suspicion and accusation, 
can be overcome, the outcome will be another world war, after which America 
will find herself in the same sad and miserable isolation which Russia ex- 
perienced after the first world war. 

It is for this reason that THE PROTESTANT has tried to build not so much 
gratitude as understanding for Russia, both in the pages of the magazine and 
in mass meetings. The story of how these meetings were brought to an end 
has yet to be told. 


PRAISE Must MARCH 


It is the immediate duty of those of us who are alive and worth our salt, 
to gather now both here and in the British Commonwealth and to protest 
against any further delay in deepening this war once for all into an anti-Fascist 
war. We must sever our ties with Finland and Spain and open at long last a 
second front through the west into the heart of Europe in such fashion that 
there will be established in living deed a basis for understanding and con- 
fidence between Russia and the west. 
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But you may say we are already committed in North Africa to a policy of 
friendship not only with a Vichy-minded French imperialism, but with the 
unspeakable Franco. And it is true that by landing in North Africa in such a 
manner as to be guests of and collaborators with Vichy generals we have in- 
deed placed ourselves in such a position that Franco’s dagger is poised immedi- 
ately behind our backs. 

We are in a trap. So be it. We virtually built that trap and walked into it. 
We could not go to France. It was too far. So we went a thousand miles 
further. The people of France showed the world at St. Nazaire what they 
would do, what they wanted to do. They rose to a man, to a woman, to a child 
and the Germans killed them. And then when Dieppe was raided, the populace 
was warned not to rise and we warned—this by accident of course—the Ger- 
mans that we were coming to surprise them(!) and the Germans killed and 
captured many of our men. These raids were made to prove that Hitler's 
bastion in France was impregnable and that a landing would entail too much 
loss of civilian life. It may, however, be honestly questioned whether millions 
of lives, civilian as well as soldiers’ lives might not have been saved by the 
development of those raids into a full-scale invasion. 

One thing is certain. The political consequences of such an invasion would 
have been farreaching and fundamental to the whole war effort and the peace 
to come. That invasion would have changed our praise of our Russian allies 
from a hollow mockery into a reality. That invasion is still the only way that 
we can get out of the sticky mess we have gotten into with Franco at the en- 
trance to the Mediterranean. And that same invasion would have implemented 
our pity for the starved and tortured masses of Europe, especially the most 
starved and tortured, the Jews, in the only way it could be implemented. 


Our preachers cry: Send them vitamins. Our Jewish organizations cry: 
Purchase Jews from Hitler with cash. Whichever we do, we deal with Hitler 
in a way history has proved he cannot be dealt with. Whichever we do we 
regularize and recognize political priests as emissaries and representatives of 
two antithetical and incompatible political systems, namely, democracy and 
the avowedly anti-democratic authoritarian church State which spawned both 
Mussolini and Hitler. 


We must remember that pity is the commodity of blackmail. Who among 
us would not be glad to allow Hitler to live forever in luxury if by so doing 
we could save the life of our child? But there is a terrible choice to make 
which we have brought on ourselves. We made that choice when we began 
a war of blockade, a silent war, more cruel than bombs or poison gas, where 
innocent children and old people perish quietly in the roads and fields and in 
the city streets, where whole generations are stunted and changed psycho- 
logically for long periods of time. It is in the light of this terrible warfare 
which Europe alone knows that we should be able to understand the com- 
parative joy with which the people of St. Nazaire rose to greet our soldiers. 
Let us die, those people said, with some meaning for our death. 

So it is with the Jews of Europe. The tragic question we must ask our- 
selves is: should we allow Hitler or his double-crossing pals to use these 
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innocents as blackmail and extract from us some deal by which their system 
_ may endure in Europe, their system or the clerical-Fascist system which pro- 
duced them and which laid the basis in the anti-Semitic teachings of its church 
for his murders? The answer is no. 
And the answer to the Hitler-Vatican shenanigans is to refuse utterly to 
deal with these hawkers of human flesh and to open the Western front now 
before the last Frenchman has been dragged into slavery or murdered. 


THE FATE OF MARITAIN 


Prof. Jacques Maritain is one of the spiritual forces of this time. He has 
interpreted the greatness of Thomas Aquinas and his evocative and profound 
treatment of Christian thought have influenced important sections not only of 
our academic world but also of our workaday world. He must be strangely 
unhappy away from the freedom which was France. 

His is the fate of all liberals used by illiberalism. After spending half a life- 
time trying to breathe into an ancient church the vital air of rational mysticism 
he suddenly finds that he has been used as a liberal and democratic dress to 
cover an illiberal and anti-democratic scheme: the re-establishment in Europe 
of the Holy Roman Empire. For that is what the anti-Soviet Pan-Europa of 
Count Coudenhove-Kalergi really means. 

In 1931 in a book called “Stalin and Company” Coudenhove-Kalergi 
called Stalin the Red Napoleon, successor to Attila and Genghis-Kahn. “Of 
the great European powers,” he went on, “it is only the Roman Catholic 
Church” (he meant of course not the religious but the political “church,” the 
Vatican State) “which realizes the danger in its entirety—the Roman Catholic 
Church sees a new world-religion in the making which will give her more 
concern than Mohammedanism has given her during the last thousand years. 
That is why the Roman Catholic Church is arming for defense. 

“The only thing that can forestall the war between Bolshevism and the 
Occident is an unconditional peace policy in Europe backed by military 
superiority. Towards this end Europe must establish immediately a European 
council of defense composed of the chiefs of the various general staffs. This 
council must choose from these chiefs of Staffs a Fuehrer who in case of war 
would take over the supreme command of all European armies. The first step 
in the creation of a European Union Army would be the unification of all 
European air power into one European air fleet as the basis for European 
military power.” 

It is easy to see why the Soviet-hating Bill Bullitt sponsors this movement. 
It is hard to see how Maritain stayed with it so long. Its prime movers will not 
worry too much however, over his withdrawal. He has served his purpose. 
Fronts and facades are being dropped. Soon the world will be presented with 
faits accomplis. ‘The Vatican’s two great enemies, the Jews and the Russians, 
will have been pilloried or isolated and marked for destruction. Already the 
new anti-Soviet propaganda campaign is getting under way: Already the very 
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men who spoke (tongue in cheek of course) with pride of the liberal prestige 
of Maritain and who loudly protest their love for “good” Jews and “good” 
Russians meaning dead Jews and Roman Russians have been laying the 
groundwork for pogroms in America. 

We believe not merely in the sincerity of Jacques Maritain. We believe in 
his Catholicity. We believe it transcends his allegiance to the political dic- 
tates of the visible head of any church. We believe he has a great fight on his 
hands. We pray for him and will support him in whatever way we can. 


ANTI-SEMITISM TRIUMPHANT 
Editorial by JOSEPH BRAININ 


In the vault of an organization that prides itselfon its record of successfully 
combating anti-Semitism lies a copy of a confidential poll of public opinion 
taken in Dec., 1942. This scientifically conducted survey reveals that the Jews, 
more than any other “religious, national or racial groups” in this country, are 
viewed as “a threat (menace) to America.” In the East the Jews lead the 
Germans by six per cent, the Japanese by five per cent and the Fascists, who are 
also listed as a group, by fourteen per cent in this poll. 

That the anti-Semitic propaganda about Jews being slackers and war 
profiteers has‘scored throughout the country is proved beyond the shadow of a 
doubt by this confidential poll, which contains twenty-one questions. It also 
provides incontrovertible evidence that Nazi and Fascist propaganda about the 
war being “Jewish-made,” about the Jews “having too much power” and about 
“Jewish control of the government in Washington” has permeated a large 
_ number of Americans in every walk of life. 

Now this cross section sampling of public opinion, by the most reliable 
organization in this field, which stamps the Jews as America's greatest menace 
was taken one year after Pearl Harbor. Yes, this unprecedentedly high tide of 
anti-Semitism whipped up by unchecked subversive as well as openly frontal 
campaigns to which quite a few big-circulation magazines and newspapers and 
many “respectable” Congressmen and Senators have enthusiastically lent them- 
selves—this mounting wave of anti-Jewish hate is storming the ramparts of our 
democracy in the midst of a war which we are presumably waging against 
Hitlerism and Fascism. 

This spreading of anti-Jewish prejudice is taking place at a time when the 
National Conference of Christians and Jews points smugly to the great strides 
made by “good will and mutual respect among racial, national and religious 
groups comprising the nation.” This alarming increase of anti-Semitism has 
reached a new peak at a time when our press hypocritically proclaims Brother- 
hood Week—sponsored by that same National Conference of Christians and 
Jews—a great success, while some Jewish organizations lull themselves into 
the illusion that Hitler’s war of extermination against Jewry is solely a Euro- 
pean byproduct of the war that will be eliminated on the morrow of the United 
. Nations victory. 
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Anti-Semitism is triumphant in this country: A tragic statement—but the 
fact is demonstrated mathematically by a usually reliable poll. Nothing that 
the vafious good will organizations could say to explain away these poll 
figures can change this state of affairs. 

The methods of the National Conference of Christians and Jews, of the 
Service Bureau for Intercultural Education, of the Educational Policies Com- 
mission, the National Catholic Education Association and the American Jewish 
Committee have proven a total failure. To fail is human. To cloak this failure 
with a facade of non-existent success is, however, inexcusable and must lead to 
fatal consequences. 

In the past decade, during which these organizations have grown into 
impressive institutions with high-salaried executives presumably directing the 
defense of Jewish rights, anti-Semitism in this country has reached proportions 
that surpass the scope of anti-Jewish hate in Germany in the days immediately 
preceding Hitler’s assumption of power. This is not the hysterical statement of 
an alarmist. To deduce anything else from the overwhelming evidence sup- 
plied by the confidential poll would be dishonest. When 21 per cent of 
those questioned in the poll answer that they would support a campaign 
against the Jews—which means that one out of every five Americans is ready 
to join in an anti-Semitic crusade—one cannot but conclude that anti-Semitism 
is triumphant in this country. And for the benefit of those who labor under 
the delusion that Catholics, as a religious minority, are the victims instead of 
co-perpetrators of activities of religious intolerance, it must be stated that 
Catholics and Protestants are anti-Jewish in exactly the same proportion, 
according to the breakdown of the poll’s figures. 


The hush-hush policy of good will organizations has produced lethargic 
impotence among those groups and individuals who would—if they were 
encouraged—aggressively attack the systematic spread of anti-Semitic propa- 
ganda in this country. 

There are, unquestionably, a great many individuals—some affiliated 
passively with organizations presumably fighting racial prejudice, others totally 
unattached—who feel very keenly that it is growing very late and that it is 
high time to counterattack the enemies of democracy. But their genuine desire 
to stand up and fight Fascistic anti-Semitism is effectively curbed by those 
professional good-willers, Jewish and non-Jewish, who point with an air of 
authority to the great advances racial and religious brotherhood has made in 
this country: 

“Silence . . . Don’t speak of growth of anti-Semitism . . . Speaking of it 
produces it... We have ways to achieve results... Leave it tous...” 

This is the advice proud and self-respecting Jews receive from the general 
staff of Jewish and non-sectarian organizations whose program it is to fight 
anti-Semitism and defend Jewish rights. 

A few months ago THE PROTESTANT established a Textbook Commis- 
sion to eliminate anti-Semitic statements from American textbooks. Discard- 
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ing the policy of the hush-hush organizations which, instead of hitting the 
prejudice-mongers attempt to appease them, the Textbook Commission 
launched a public educational campaign to tear down the curtain that screens 
those self-styled exponents of good will who, while giving lip service to democ- 
racy condone the very political acts which engender prejudice, hatred and dis- 
crimination. 

The Textbook Commission established by THE PROTESTANT fearlessly 
threw the spotlight on the widespread anti-Semitic conspiracy that operates 
subversively without opposition or hindrance. In co-operation with expert 
public relations minds, the Textbook Commission prepared a national ad- 
vettising campaign designed to drag underground anti-Semitism into the 
open and to round up liberal Americans into aggressive fighting units. Yet 
no sooner had the first full-page advertisements appeared in Chicago and 
Philadelphia than the Textbook Commission found itself the target of attack 
—not only from the anti-Semitic power stations, but from Jewish and Chris- 
tian-Jewish good-will organizations. A swarm of snipers was let loose against 
THE PROTESTANT. Jews and Christians were warned not to support the 
Textbook Commission. Old and new friends of THE PROTESTANT were 
approached and “enlightened” on the “dangers” of fighting anti-Semitism in 
the open in the manner of the Textbook Commission. They were told that 
powerful Catholic groups would resent being branded as anti-Semitic. Yes, 
farcical as it may appear, THE PROTESTANT was charged with trying to 
- inject “controversial methods” into a sphere of brotherly good-will that had 
produced “such gratifying results” in the fight against anti-Semitism. 

When these attempts to undermine support failed, the National Con- 
ference of Christians and Jews—seconded by the Anti-Defamation League 
and under the guidance of Judge Joseph Proskauer, President of the Ameri- 
can Jewish Committee, who in turn acted as a representative of so august a 
personage as Archbishop Spellman, very definitely proclaimed that the elimi- 
nation of anti-Semitic statements in American textbooks was an accomplished 
fact. Why, therefore, pay attention to the Textbook Commission established 
by THE PROTESTANT, a body which actually uses controversial methods that 
would irritate those guilty of spreading falsehoods and calumnies in Sunday 
School and parochial school textbooks? 


The unbelievably paradoxical situation in which THE PROTESTANT Text- 
book Commission finds itself is that, instead of being able to devote its full 
energies to the task of eliminating anti-Semitic statements from textbooks, 
it is compelled to waste time and resources on exposing those hush-hushers 
who hope to save Jewry by removing from sight anything that might irritate 
the “friendly” anti-Semites. These appeasing groups, if they persevere in their 
‘policy, will inevitably have to agree to remove the Jews from sight as the next 
phase of their efforts to please the anti-Semites who tell them, at good will 
- palavers, that “we like the Jews, but. . .” 
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THE PROTESTANT has always taken the position that anti-Semitism is a 
Christian sin, that the exposure of anti-Semitism should not make Jews feel 
uncomfortable, but that on the contrary such exposure is intended to annoy 
and shame those anti-Semitic Fascists who masquerade as “good Americans.” 


A day looms when the hush-hushers, who, notwithstanding their record 
of total failure, demand a monopoly on all activity pertaining to Jews in this 
country, will realize that the Fascists do not and will not differentiate be- 
tween them and those noble bearded Jews depicted by Arthur Szyk to whom 
they object incidentally for not giving perfect Arrow Collar profiles to his 
Jewish characters, 


But then it may be too late for répentance. 


FRANCO'S NEW LAW 
Editorial by JOHANNES STEEL 


Franco the Unspeakable, has just promulgated a law (March 16) making 
all crimes having what he calls clear repercussion in public life equivalent to 
rebellion, subject to military trial and the death penalty. This extreme 
measure is designed to deal “with rumor-mongers, conspirators, those possess- 
ing firearms without licenses, saboteurs including political strikers, and those 
who injure persons or cause damage to property with political, social or ter- 
rorist motives.” It amounts to martial law, reflecting the insecurity of the 
Franco regime and directly traceable to the fact that anti-Fascist guerrillas still 
continue to be active in Spain. 

A report relayed via London declares that Spanish Republican guerrillas 
continue their fight against the Fascists, fighting in the mountains of Asturias 
near Teruel and in Andalusia. The Spanish youth leader, Angel Moreno 
reports that the guerrillas have been in touch with Republicans imprisoned in 
Franco’s concentration camps and have smuggled anti-Fascist literature to them. 


Franco is clearing his decks. With one and a half million Loyalists still in 
jail, he has to make fast his lines for the approaching moment when he must 
translate his foreign policy into military action. 

The law of March 16 was followed 24 hours later by a violent anti-Allied 
outburst when Franco addressed the “Cortes.” Following Hitler’s propaganda 
line he said that the objectives of the World War were changed with the entry 
of Russia and that the struggle was now: “a war to the death which might last 
six or eight years.” His outburst against the United Nations came in the 
presence of the United States Ambassador to Madrid, Mr. Carlton J. Hayes, 
who seems to be going out of his way to lend prestige to everything Franco has 
to say. It is interesting to note that this same Hayes is a leading spirit in the 
National Conference of Christians and Jews, a local “good will” organization. 


YOU CANNOT SIT DOWN ON BAYONETS 
By PIERRE van PAASSEN 


HY HAS it taken us so long to throw the Fascists out of Africa? Why are 

the American people smarting under the humiliation of having seen its 
splendidly-equipped army suffering at the hands of a man who was time and 
again reported to be on the run, bombed to pieces, smashed and annihilated, 
and blasted into eternity not to be heard of any more forever? 

The answer to that question does not lie in Africa, in Rommel’s head- 
quarters, or in the offices of the German general staff in Berlin. The answer 
lies in the secret council chambers of Madrid, in Vatican City, in Washington’s 
State Department and in the Archiepiscopal palace on Madison Avenue, New 
York City, sometimes known as the “Powerhouse” and which is the home of 
Archbishop Spellman. - 

There, in those places the general lines of the political strategy are mapped 
out of which one of the effects was bringing General Eisenhower to a halt. 
There sit the men who pull the strings that make a Darlan pop on the stage 
the one moment and a Franco and a Ciano and an Otto Habsburg the next. 


The hearts of those people are not in the fight against the Axis of Fascism. 
Their energies are in fact straining in the very opposite direction; they want 
to save as much of the Axis as can be saved when the Red Army gets through 
with it and before the Red Army gets through with it. They are working night 
and day to rob the American people and the peoples of Europe of their hope 
in a democratic victory. They are mobilized to fight a war within the war to 
frustrate the total eradication of the Fascist mentality and the Fascist way of 
life in Europe and to prevent the social revolution from getting under way 
which must follow the present agony if mankind is ever to see the era of the 
common man. They want to prevent the conclusion of a people’s peace. 


General Eisenhower has not been able to throw his full force against 
Rommel because he had to detail the largest part of his army to keep a watch 
on Francisco Franco, whose bloodregime exists today because of the embargo 
on the shipment of arms imposed by our Government on the Spanish Republic 
shortly after Cardinal Pacelli’s visit to Washington in 1936. The flower of 
the American Army in Africa is not fighting Rommel. If it were he would no 
longer be in Tunisia, but a prisoner in American hands, or, having escaped 
the net, occupied in building his defenses in Sicily, Italy, and Crete. 

American troops stand guard on the borders of the Spanish zone of 
Morocco because there is a well-equipped army of Germans and Spaniards 
ready to stab us in the back the moment Rommel thinks the time has come 
and Hitler gives the word of command. 

That German-Spanish Army did not just drop from heaven. Nor did it 
force its way into Spanish Morocco. Not a single shot was fired when it was 
ferried across the Straits of Gibraltar and landed on Africa’s shores. Nor was 
it sent there merely to stand guard over the zinc and copper mines in the 

Spanish zone whose products go largely to German factories to manufacture 
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the bombs that are raining down on General Eisenhower’s men and the tor- 
pedoes that are sinking American and British ships at a frightening rate. 

That army was introduced into Africa at the behest of Adolf Hitler with 
the full consent and connivance of General Francisco Franco, and not without 
the knowledge of the British and American Ambassadors in Madrid. 

One of the most infantile pastimes of the commentators is the speculation 
whether or not Hitler will invade the Spanish peninsula, and when and if he 
finally does: how long his friend Franco can and will resist. 

Hitler's troops entered Spain long ago. Far from resisting, it is General 
Franco who brought them in. The first Nazi contingent, 65,000 strong, arrived 
in Spain nearly two years ago, ostensibly to succor the victims and repair the 
damage of a natural disaster in the Northern Basque country. And that was 
merely the advance guard. Men and material have been pouring in ever since, 
as every traveller to Spain knows. Germans today run the Spanish airdromes, 
the Spanish harbors, the telegraph system and the railways. The Gestapo has 
its fingers on every important department and phase of Spanish national life. 

The only man who does not seem to know about this is Mr. Carlton Hayes, 
the American Ambassador in Madrid who talks innocently about the fine eco- 
nomic progress Spain is making under the “wise” Franco, at a moment when 
one of the most authoritative books on Spain by a non-leftist observer* appears 
in America confirming a dozen previous studies on the subject which depict 
the country as a cesspool of Fascist terror, unimaginable poverty, intolerance, 
corruption and economic stagnation: in short a bankrupt, tottering regime 
that would not likely survive the war if America were not propping it up with 
supplies of oil and equipment and a loan of a hundred million dollars advanced 
by Argentina and underwritten by American finance institutions. 

Those Nazi and Phalangist forces in Spain and in Spanish Morocco are 
the pistol held against Eisenhower's back by that “noble Christian gentleman,” 
General Francisco Franco. “Either you Americans be nice; send me plenty of 
oil for Germany’s submarines refuelling in Spanish harbors and plenty of cotton 
wool to warm my regular army which is fighting your Russian allies in the 
blizzards and rains of the Ukraine and the Caucasus, or else. . . .” 

That is known as a deal. Nobody knows how many American lives that 
deal is costing and will cost as Eisenhower faces superior Nazi forces in Tunisia 
while leaving his main strength facing Spanish Morocco. But: “if it saves 
American lives I am in favor of a deal with Franco or with the devil himself,” 
said one American congressman when told what was being “cooked up” in 
Morocco and Madrid. Many others share and mouth the same sentiment with- 
out taking the least notice of actual losses, actual reverses, the rapid dwindling 
of American prestige in the world and the still more evil consequences to follow. 

For men sow what they reap and when you mix in filth you are most apt 
to become contaminated. 

The deal with Franco is not primarily designed to save American lives, no 
more than the deal with Darlan a few months ago. 


*“Appeasement’s Child” reviewed elsewhere in this issue by Lawrence Fernsworth. 
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Those empty boasts about saving American lives are a mere by-product of 
the immense mystification that is being put over on the American public. They 
are the sand thrown into the American people’s eyes so that they will not see 
too clearly and not ask too many questions about what is going on in the secret 
conciliabules of international diplomacy where prelates of the Church of Rome 
and other henchmen of the Black Internationale are lately becoming as thick 
as flies around a decaying body. 


Let us stop talking in riddles and vague generalities and whispers about 
what is going on in the world. Let us, instead of hinting and talking round 
the point in wide, evasive circumlocutions about obscurantism and the control 
of airlines in the postwar period, face the truth and call things by their names: 
the democratic ideals and traditions of America are being used as a doormat 
for the introduction into our camp of Fascist terrorists and criminals; the re- 
demption and regeneration of Europe is being frustrated now; the preparation 
of the era of the common man is left to individuals who hold the common 
man in contempt and who look upon the era when he is to come into his own 
as a calamity. 

The apologists of Rome claim that the church is eternal and that its pon- 
tiffs and councils and diplomats, inspired by the Holy Spirit, think and foresee 
in terms of decades and even of centuries. In the last ten years or so, however, 
the trick did not work so well. Rome did not see further than the length of 
the Pope’s nose. All through the years of Fascism’s rise to power, the years 
when “the war for the redivision of the word’s markets,” as Mussolini called 
it in my interview with him eleven years ago, was being planned and prepared, 
the Vatican stood solidly with the Fascist dictators. It was Cardinal Pacelli, 
now Pius XII, who made the concordat with the Nazi regime at a time when 
the Fuehrer’s contempt for democracy and liberalism and his plans for 
throwing the world upside down were as well-known as they are today. Msgr. 
Pacelli’s predecessor, Pius XI went out of his way to make peace with Mussolini 
after a period of estrangement and hostility between the Italian Government 
and the Roman See lasting from 1871. It was Pius XII, too, who caused the 
bells of St. Peter’s, the mother church of universal Christendom, to be rung 
in celebration of the victory of Italy’s Army by poison gas over the barefooted 
natives of Ethiopia and who subsequently blessed Franco, the butcher of the 
Spanish people. 

The Roman priests in this country, from the Bishops down to Coughlin 
and Fulton Sheen were isolationists until a considerable time after Pearl 
Harbor. They opposed the war and in the case of the Bishop of Dubuque 
even threatened to incite Catholic soldiers to disobedience if they should be 
called upon to fight side by side with the Russians. 

Only when the Red Army suddenly turned on the Fuehrer’s legions and 
began to grind them to pieces and Protestant England turned back the horror of 
destruction by the Nazi airpower, did the Roman Church change its tune. To be 
sure its Bishops did not stop blessing the troops of the dictators, Hitler, Musso- 
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lini and Franco, who were departing on a. holy Crusade against “atheistic” 
Moscow. 

The political implications of a possible and almost certain defeat of the Axis 
caused the Vatican to change the directives to its priests and propagandists in 
democratic countries. Democratic institutions were suddenly no longer “the 
most execrable evils of the modern age” as one papal encyclical had called them. 


Overnight almost it was discovered that democracy was the noble American 
way of life which might, with a little prodding and steering, lead to a real Chris- 
tian social order, modelled on the corporate state already introduced by Dolfuss 
in Austria, Salazar in Portugal, Franco in Spain and Pétain in France. The 
Bishops and the crack pulpiteers took the hated word of democracy in their 
mouths and rolled it over as sonorously as any cracker politician. It did not 
sound so bad and it did not taste at all bad if you kept your eyes shut and your - 
mind fixed on certain reservations and qualifications stipulated by the purple 
and white-gowned familiars of the Holy Ghost in Vatican City. Democracy? 
Why of course they were for it! Even the Pope was presented as a democrat 
who was lashing out at the Nazi-Fascists at every opportunity. The very last 
speech the Pontiff made was hailed as a great anti-Fascist pronouncement by 
certain New York newspapers who forgot to mention the next day that the 
same papal pronouncement was appraised as “most valuable moral support” . . . 
of the Axis by Doctor Goebbels. 

Democracy was to be defended, because democracy was going to sweep the 
Axis into the ash can of history. But in that sweep the Catholic Church, ally of 
all the European reactions; the champion of legitimacy in France, in Spain, in 
Austria; the bitter opponent of all the modern democratic constitutions on the 
Continent; the declared enemy of democracy, liberalism, universal suffrage, 
modernism, Americanism and every forward-looking movement in the world, 
was in grave danger of going to be swept out at the same time. 

The modern state grew up in the shadow of the Church. The noise of 
the struggle between Church and State fills the silent centuries of the later 
Middle Ages and the beginning of the modern era (silent, that is, in com- 
parison with the tumult of our times). The Church definitely lost out in that 
struggle, but it has never given up its ancient claims. These it has guarded 
till our day, along with the peculiarly ambiguous status of being both a world 
congregation of the faithful and a political institution chiefly concerned with 
gaining and regaining power. 

If, after the Reformation, after the French and American Revolutions, the 
Era of Enlightenment, the Age of Reason, the dawn of liberalism and the 
birth of the modern labor movement, the Church could no longer overcome 
her opponents to being against the State, it sought to try and overcome 
them with the help of the State, by boring from within. Of course, the Church 
denies this. Ostensibly, like any other religious body, it merely seeks the 
salvation of souls and the triumph of Christian principles in society. But the 
Roman Church also retains a political organization that all the other Christian 
bodies lack. It is this political organization which makes the Roman Church 
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one of the most important factors in a period of historical transition such as 
ours, when humanity is faced with the choice of continunig its march on the 
road towards democracy or of reverting to a pattern of authoritarianism such 
as prevailed in those olden times when the sun of the Roman Church also 
stood highest. 


The peoples of Europe know their enemies and the friends of their enemies. 
Anti-clericalism, after being a dead issue for years in France, is rapidly becoming 
one of the main weapons of attack against Gauleiter Laval and his clerical 
henchmen. The Church knows by experience what form the wrath of the 
French people takes once it is liberated and has regained its freedom of move- 
ment. No saccharine unction and protestations of innocence and arguments 
about the essential pastoral, spiritual role of the Church is going to avail in 
stemming the tide then. And it’s the same in Spain where the Church was given 
back all its estates and property by Franco and has returned to the role of 
exploiting the peasantry which the Republic interrupted for a brief time. It is 
going to go hard with the Catholic Church in Europe when the pendulum 
swings back. 

How prevent or at least postpone that calamity which has stared the 
political Church in the face since the days of Luther, Henry VIII, Voltaire and 
Thomas Paine? How prevent the pendulum from swinging back too far and 
escape disaster? 

The only way out of that dilemma, which is a question of life and death for 
the Catholic Church, lies in gaining enough strength and influence in the 
democratic countries at war with the Axis, to have a say in the conduct of the 
war and above all: a determining voice in the shaping of the peace that is to be 
imposed on Europe after the fighting stops. For it is essential and of vital 
importance to Rome that the peoples of Europe be prevented from following 
their natural and just inclinations to make tabula rasa of Fascism, Nazism, 
imperialism, reaction and all their works and allies and roots and branches on 
the great and terrible day—dies irae, dies illa—when the Nazi military power 
crashes to the ground. 

The second state of the holy alliance seems to be moving into line. And 
it is again Adolf Hitler who is pushing it into place. Unable to conquer the 
world by arms for his ideas, the Fuehrer is trying to fill the democratic camp 
with Fascist Powers. First Trans-Mediterranean France, then Spain, now the 
turn has apparently come for Mussolini’s Italy. 

The guilty conscience of the Roman Church, whose Supreme Pontiff ordered 
the dissolution of the Catholic Centrum Party in Germany, thus clearing the 
last obstacle from Hitler’s road to power, and whose Bishops subsequently, in 
Fulda assembled, proclaimed the Fuehrer “a man of God” and “an instrument 
of Providence”; whose priests in Italy sanctified Mussolini’s war on Ethiopia 
and his war on the Spanish people, his war on Greece, the stab in the back he 
delivered to France and his war against the Allies; whose prelates bless Franco 
for having closed the Protestant chapels in Spain. and the synagogues and the 
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public schools, and for having brought the peasantry and the urban proletariat 
back in subjection; whose Cardinals laud Pétain for having introduced the 
principles of the Catholic corporate state in France, for having effaced the 
slogan “Fredom, Equality and Brotherhood” from the facades of public 
buildings and for having brought back the monastic orders; whose Cardinal 
Secretary of State telegraphed a blessing to little man Dolfuss of Austria at the 
moment he tried to assume a giant’s size by climbing on the dead bodies of 
Austrian Labor; the guilty conscience of the Roman Catholic Church tells her 
that things may go very hard with her on the day of reckoning. 

Therefore, if peace could be concluded before the peoples of Europe have 
an opportunity of taking matters in their own hands, a great deal might be 
averted, And better yet: if a big, heavily-armed police force could be on hand to 
prevent popular excesses after the war and to see that the right kind of order is 
kept and that the transition to the new order in Europe is accomplished in an 
atmosphere of fear and trembling, there would be some hope of survival for the 
Roman Catholic Church. 

But if the peoples are to be kept from going their own way, they must be 
kept in the right way permanently. The departure of the Allied Armies of 
occupation must under no circumstances become the signal for an explosion of 
passions, pent-up anger and revenge. For then the situation would be worse 
and the predicament wellnigh inextricable. 

Therefore, a permanent arrangement must be envisaged to block change 
and reform in Europe, a sort of holy alliance of states such as Metternich set up. 
in Europe in the years following the defeat of Napoleon, whom the legitimists 
and the Church considered the incarnation of the principles of the French 
Revolution. 

That holy alliance, second edition, is in the making now. French Fascist 
officers are training and drilling an army which has a reputation for callous 
disregard of human life and for ruthlessness in general. America is going to 
equip them with weapons, tanks and airplanes. And that army, when fitted 
out and drilled, is the force that will accompany the Allies in their invasion 
of the Continent and whose officers will set the law in France. Not General 
Charles de Gaulle will lead them. General de Gaulle speaks only of liberating 
France and letting the French people decide their own destiny in free elections 
and by democratic procedure. 

The French people must not be left free to decide their own future. They 
might make the wrong choice. The Senegalese will be there to make them toe 
the line. Fascist usurpers will make the decisions for them and General de 
Gaulle must have no share in it. 

One member of the holy alliance, second edition, is in line. Who is next? 
Well, there is Franco. If the German general staff considers a campaign in 
Spanish Morocco and in Spain too risky a venture at a moment that its armies 
cannot shake off the relentless Timoshenko and Zukhov, General Franco will 
be credited with having kept Hitler out of Southwest Europe and North Africa 
and becomes therewith a fit ally to enter the ranks of the United Nations and 
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receive his reward—survival after the war. If Hitler’s intuition, on the other 
hand, tells him that the opportunity to take the American Army in Africa in 
a pincer by attacking at Gibraltar:and in Spanish Morocco, General Franco 
can play the innocent baby whose candy has been stolen and wail, while put- 
ting up a brief token resistance, as Darlan did, and land in the Allied camp 
that way, in which case his reward would not be less substantial. 

Franco has nothing to lose which ever way the wind blows. So long as 
Hitler is not menaced by an attack on the Fortress Europe, Franco may in all 
serenity remain the Fuehrer’s good friend and collaborator. The Anglo-Ameti- 
cans won’t blame him for that. They will, in fact, encourage him, as they 
are doing now, to keep on playing the naive victim of circumstances and send 
him oil and money and whatever he wants to keep his regime from falling 
into the sewer where it belongs. 

What? Is that all he gets? Franco keeps Hitler out of Spain, isn’t that 
worth something more, something on account so to speak? What would he 
like, for instance. Well, there is Italy. Hitler has lately been reading Luden- 
dorff’s “Total War” again apparently and has seen there the warning by the 
old general that Italy is apt to become a millstone around the neck of the Power 
with whom she is allied. Hitler agrees. Italy has become a terrible liability. 
Hitler must shorten his line in Russia and won’t have the troops and planes 
to defend Italy against an Allied invasion. The Italians are tired of the war. 
They are suffering. They may welcome an Allied invasion. But if Mussolini 
can be gotten out of the war and Hitler’s Armies take up a position of defense 
on the Brenner Pass, instead of having to spread out along the whole Tyrrenian 
and Adriatic coastlines, the military position of Germany will be immensely 
strenethened, 

_ Hence we see Mussolini send his son-in-law Ciano to the Vatican as Am- 
bassador. Not to start soundings for a separate peace in that quarter, that is 
only incidental, but to pull the Nazi Reich out of a serious fix. 


The separate peace with Italy, when it comes, and over which we will be 
called upon to rejoice, is the greatest boon that Hitler can ask for at the present 
moment. It will mean that we will have to attack him in the Julian and Dal- 
matian Alps, and not on the coastlines of the Peninsula and in Sicily where 
the German lines of communication would be stretched to the breaking point. 

But where does General Franco come in? Well, a man who is credited 
with power over the weal and woe of millions, who is still neutral and who 
is deemed capable of influencing the further course of the war fundamentally, 
such a man can surely let his own desiderata be known. He is amongst friends, 
amongst gentlemen who wish him well, isn’t he? Why shouldn’t he intercede 
for his good comrades Mussolini and Victor Emanuel and the rest of the Fascist 
clique in Italy and say that they are victims of circumstances like himself and 
that they are almost ready to cease resistance and eventually even place all the 
facilities of Italy at the disposal of an Allied: Army? 
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Mussolini has come to the point where he makes his chief journalistic 
spokesman say that peace with America and Britain is a possibility, but never 
with Russia. Isn’t that Franco’s exact position: at peace with America and 
Britain and at war with Russia? With Franco we entertain the most amicable 
relations: why then not with the Duce of Fascism? 

With a man of Mussolini’s sentiments one should be able to talk at least, 
and one does talk. There was a flurry of excitement in the Vatican in the be- 
ginning of March as two of the most distinguished representatives of the Axis, 
the Messrs. Ciano and Ribbentrop, held their first conference in many months 
with an American, a prelate of the Roman Catholic Church who happened to 
be, let us say, on a visit ad limina after a long conversation with Franco. 

If Mussolini should facilitate the landing of an Allied Army in Italy in days 
to come so that not a drop of blood is spilled, is he to be entitled to less con- 
sideration than Admiral Darlan? If he should offer to keep order in Italy, where 
the Allies will not be in the role of conquerors but as the invited guests of the 
Italian Government, as they are at present in North Africa not an occupying 
force but at the invitation of the Vichy French, if he should offer to keep order 
while Anglo-American troops prepare for the assault of the Alps, should he 
be turned down? Can we afford the inevitable disorder in Italy that a change 
of regime would entail? 

Edgar Ansel Mowrer, who recently resigned from the Office of War In- 
formation while uttering the charge that the “State Department ‘cooked up’ 
the Africa deal in defiance of the President’s policy,” said in’an address he deliy- 
ered in New York: “So long as there remain in high places in North Africa 
Frenchmen who aim at preserving Fascism in France; so long as those in this 
country who do not understand why a nation warring against Fascism cannot 
ally itself with Fascists; so long as there are American officials who toy with 
the idea of beating the Axis by utilizing one Quisling after another ‘right up 
to the German frontiers’; so long as conservatives dream of hemming Russia 
in behind a barrier of dwarf Catholic states whose existence would merely pro- 
voke the Bolsheviks without in the least holding them back; so long we cannot 
be sure that there will be no more ‘temporary expediency’ unless the President’s 
policy receives the firm backing of a vigilant American public opinion.” 

We agree with Mr. Mowrer but we do not think that “the barrier of dwarf 
Catholic states” which Fascism is raising as a second line of defense against 
Russia is such a negligible affair that it will only “provoke the Bolsheviks 
without in the least holding them back.” It is definitely intended to hold them 
back. Collectively these dwarfs would constitute a most powerful combina- 
tion: Poland, Rumania, Hungary, Austria, Bavaria, the Rhineland, Belgium, 
France, Portugal and Spain. Is this a dwarfish business, or weak with the 
power of America and Britain behind them? 


The holy alliance is taking shape. Efforts are under way at the present 
moment to soften the American people’s heart with regard to Rumania. Ru- | 
mania is the only Greek Orthodox country whose clergy has given intimations 
that it sincerely regrets the Schism between the two great branches of the 
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church universal and who have made overtures to the Vatican for a reunion 
with Rome. But Rumania is also one of the first European countries that in 
the logical course of events will be occupied by the victoriously advancing 
Russian Armies. 

That eventuality would make a serious breach in the wall which the new 
holy alliance is building around Russia, a serious gap in the great cordon sani- 
taire through which Russia might and undubitably would exercise considerable 
influence on the Balkan peoples, especially on the “little Slav brothers” of 
Bulgaria, Macedonia, Serbia, Croatia, etc. Moreover, Rumania’s occupation by 
the Red Army, besides making the contemplated reunion of the churches im- 
possible, will mean the complete and radical demilitarization of the country. 
As humanely as the inhabitants will be treated, so thoroughly will be the destruc- 
tion or the integration of Rumania’s war potentiel into that of Russia: arsenals, 
war industry, harbors and oilfields. 

Everyone knows that one of the most crucial areas in this war is the Ru- 
manian oil region and that whoever gets there first, the Anglo-American Armies 
or the Red Armies, may well have a preponderating influence on the further 
course of events in Europe. If Rumania should therefore now withdraw from 
the war, before the Russians move in, there would be an Anglo-American 
force there in short time. True, thdt would cost Hitler Rumania’s oil supply, 
but on the other hand the defense lines of Fortress Europe would be that much 
shorter also and last but not least . . . the Anglo-American Armies would make 
their first contact with the Russians and the test would be on as to what the 
relations between the two sets of Allies in the post-war era are going to be. 
A highly interesting speculation for Hitler! 

Farfetched? We were informed a few weeks ago that Rumania is willing 
to let seventy thousand of her disfranchised and denationalized Jews depart 
on payment of fifty dollars per head. That information came from London via 
Vatican City. There has been no confirmation from Rumanian sources so far. 
But if true it is a most noble and magnanimous offer, isn’t it? Rumania’s 
Antonescu, whose Iron Guard was slaughtering and massacring Jews by the 
thousands when newspapermen, observers and diplomats belonging to Allied 
countries were still in Rumania (after Rumania’s entry into the war a curtain 
was drawn so that nobody could see any more) this Antonescu is suddenly 
moved with compassion and will now sell human beings at fifty dollars a piece 
to save them from . ... Antonescu’s terror. 

Is General Antonescu, leader of a vassal state of Germany, which the Fuehrer 
and his Nazis hold in deepest contempt as the habitation of a mongrel race 
of Gypsies, Wallachians, Latins, Slavs and Turks, has that man the power or 
the desire to defy Adolf Hitler who has decreed the slaughter of all Jews in 
Europe? Can General Antonescu make one move without the Fuehrer’s con- 
sent or approval or direct order? The answer is: hardly! Rumania has not a 
shred of independence left, no more than Spain, or Finland, or Italy, or Hun- 
gary, or France. The Nazis are the masters in Europe and they don’t share power. 

If Rumania offers Jewish lives for sale, it is that Rumania is permitted by 
Hitler to try and get into the good books of America and Britain. Hitler knows 
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his Pappenheimer: he knows that the American and British peoples are still 


~ sensitive on the subject of humanitarianism and will not even ask questions 


why Rumania offers only seventy thousand Jews for sale out of the total Jewish 
population of nearly half a million before the war. Have the other four hun- 
dred thousand been killed off? Or are they to be auctioned off in batches with 
a raising of the price as the export article becomes scarcer and the bargaining 
sharper? 


At any rate something is stirring in Rumania. Rumania has lost the flower 
of her youth on the Russian battlefields. Rumania is tired of looting for Adolf 
Hitler. Rumania begins to totter. Like Italy, she has become more of a liability 
to the German general staff than an asset. 


What the American people must get cut of their heads is that when they 
hear rumors of peace or rumors of a deal or of the eventual consummation of 
a deal that this means there is a rift between Hitler and Mussolini or between 
Hitler and Antonescu or between Hitler and Horthy or between Hitler and 
Mannerheim or between Hitler and the chief of any German vassal state in 
Europe. These men cannot and will not break with the Nazis until they know 
that Fascism is to remain in their countries. They do not act on their own ini- 
tiative, even when they come with proposals of a break with Germany. They 
are all puppets on the board whose moves are thought out and prepared for 
them in Berlin whence they are transmitted to Vatican City where sit the met- 
teurs-en-scene of the new order in Europe which is the Counter-Reformation 
and the Counter-Revolution. For that chain of dwarf Catholic states is to be 
the substitute for Nazi Germany. In that chain lies the hope of the Fascists 
and die-hard conservatives and clerical Fascists everywhere in the world: to do 
what Nazi Germany could not do: end the age of reason, halt the normal 
evolution of democratic institutions and liquidate the Soviet Union. 

There is to be a re-alignment of forces, a new balance of power in Europe. 
That new balance of power, it is hoped, will be instituted, maintained and held 
in place by American and British bayonets. Bayonets are very useful things. 

“On peut faire beaucoup avec des baionnettes, you can do a lot with 
bayonets,” said M. Georges Clemenceau to me one day shortly after the occupa- 
tion of the Ruhr. 

“Beaucoup! Much! But there is one thing you can’t do even with bayonets, 
as Poincairé will soon discover,” he added. 

“What is that, Monsieur le Président?” I asked. 

“Well, parbleu, you can’t sit down on them!” he said. 

You cannot sit down on bayonets. You can only fight with them. And you 
must keep on fighting. The Holy Alliance would turn Europe into two oppos- 
ing camps with armament campaigns and civil wars and bloodshed and violence 
the permanent state of mankind. 


BERLIN-ALGIERS-NEW YORK AXIS 


By XXX 


—As long as the United States authorities do not want to change 
the economic and financial set-up, the German-French trusts 
as well as the deposited money belonging to German indus- 
trialists remains untouched in North Africa. 


UCH has been said of the U. S. 

policy of expediency in North 
Africa. But only a few people, most 
of them Germans, understand its real 
meaning. 

Big German financiers and industrial- 
ists to whom Hitler has never been 
anything more than a tool, know that 
Giraud’s administration in North Af- 
rica, under American supervision, 1s 
protecting not only the interests of 
French industry and finance but their 
own as well. Practically everything of 
value in French North Africa, particu- 
larly the iron and phosphate output, is 
through their French collaborators held 
Ly these Nazi industrialists and finan- 
ciers. 

A gigantic Franco-German . trust, 
reaching from Central Germany down 
to the Sahara, controls the raw material 
bases, in Morocco and Algiers, of the 
French and German Chemical indus- 
tries. This trust, capitalized at eight 
billion francs, was formed in Novem- 
ber, 1941, by the German I. G. Farben 
industry in association with the four 
leading chemical concerns of France 
(National Company of Coloring Mat- 
ters and Chemical Products of the North 
United, The Limited Company of Col- 
oring Matters and Chemical Products 
of St. Denis, French Company of Chem- 
ical Products of St. Clair du Rhone, and 
the Kuhlmann Co.). The Berlin and 
Vichy governments gave official ap- 
proval to its formation. 

I. G. Farben, following the invariable 

practice of German industry, won domi- 


nance in the new trust by securing 51 
per cent of the stock. The Nazi press 
hailed this gigantic new concern as the 
beginning of the new era of ‘‘Eurafrica 
economics,” a Nazi slogan signifying 
control of North African raw materials 
by huge European trusts. 

Eurafrica economics expanded almost 
at once with the formation of another 
huge Franco-German trust, the French 
Trans-African Company. The French 
concerns associated in the Trans-African 
Company included the two leading 
banks of France, Banque de Paris et des 
Pays Bas and the Union Parisienne, both 
under Nazi control since 1940. The 
Deutsche Bank in Berlin holds a ma- 
jority of shares in both banks. 

Also associated in the Trans-African 
Company were the two biggest financial 
and insurance companies of France, 
which had been financing and super- 
vising the North African market for 
decades. French Companies in Morocco 
and Algiers, controlling North Africa’s 
mines, copper and phosphate were also 
included in the Franco-German trust. 

German concerns participating in the 
French Trans-African Company were 
the Hoesch Trust, already the owner 
of a good part of French heavy indus- 
try in Alsace-Lorraine; the Mannesmann 
Mine Works, whose interests in North 
Africa dated from the beginning of the 
century; and some representatives of the 
gigantic Hermann Goering Works. 

Since the end of 1941 French North 
Africa has been in the hands of these 
two great Franco-German trusts, which 
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controlled not only its production but 
also its financial life. 

Then, in the latter half of 1942, a 
somewhat peculiar page was written in 
the history of World War II. 

Drew Pearson, in his Washington 
Merry-Go-Round column, reported that 
in October, Robert Murphy, then Ameri- 
can Consul General in North Africa, 
told his friend Jacques Lemaigre-Du- 
breuil, head of the French Taxpayers 
Association and long time lobbyist for 
the Comité des Forges, the big news of 
the coming Anglo-American invasion. 

Swiss banking circles report that Le- 
maigre-Dubreuil informed his good 
friend and superior in the French busi- 
ness hierarchy, Pierre Pucheu. Pucheu, 
one-time member of the Vichy Cabinet, 


is a director of the Worms Bank in - 


Paris and a representative of the de 
Wendell Steel Cartel. His Worms 
Bank represents one of the most in- 
fluential Nazi banks, the Schroeder 
Bank of Cologne, and it has since the 
armistice served as the agency directing 
the coordination of French and German 
business. In fulfilment of his obliga- 
tions to his employers and collaborators 
he naturally could not keep the infor- 
mation for himself. 

In October, 1942, Pierre Pucheu ap- 
proached one of his colleagues, Mon- 
sieur Bréart de Boisanger, a bank direc- 
tor, who served as Vichy’s contact man 
to German industry, especially to I. G. 
Farben and the heavy industry of the 
Rhine and the Ruhr. Boisanger was 
also one of the Vichy representatives 


‘on the Board of Directors of the Bank 


of International Settlements at Basle. 
(The Bank of International Settlements 
at Basle is made up of the leading banks 
of the U. S., England, Germany, Japan 
and most of the countries of Europe. 
Its latest annual report was issued in 


BERLIN-ALGIERS-NEW YORK AXIS 21 


June, 1942, evidence that its Board of 
Directors, composed of representatives 
of Axis and Allied powers, met together 
in that year. See Mr. Heinz Pol’s 
article on this Bank in the December- 
January PROTESTANT. ) 

According to the same Swiss finan- 
cial circles, Pucheu informed Boisanger 
of the British and American plans to 
occupy North Africa in the near future 
and asked him to pass this information 
on to the Board of Directors of the Bank 
of International Settlements and to rep- 
resentatives of German industry and 
finance. 


The meeting between Pucheu and the 
Vichy contact man to German industry, 
Bréart de Boisanger, took place in Ge- 
neva to avoid rousing comment or sus- 
picion. The meeting was not difficult 
to arrange since Boisanger, as permanent 
delegate to the Bank of International 
Settlements, lived in Basle. 

By convenient chance, Baron Von 
Schroeder, one of the Nazi directors of 
the Bank of International Settlements 
and the head of the Schroeder Bank in 
Cologne, was vacationing at the time in 
Switzerland. Boisanger got in touch 
with Baron von Schroeder, who imme- 
diately after this hurried back to Ger- 
many. 

Some days later, the two big German- 
French North African trusts,. whose 
headquarters were in Paris, were ordered 
to transfer all money available to the 
subsidiaries of the Banque de Paris and 
the Union Parisienne in Morocco and 
Algiers. 

At almost the same time, other 
French industries, in which there was 
considerable German capital, began 
transferring huge sums to enterprises in 
North Africa. Guy de Wendell, regent 
of the Bank of France and head of the 
huge de Wendell Steel Cartel, the 
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Comité des Forges, was one of these. 
The de Wendell Steel Cartel is closely 
linked to the Hermann Goering Steel 
Works, having exchanged shares with 
the Goering Works in 1941. The 
Comité des Forges, moreover, was 
under contract to supply iron for Ger- 
man industry. 

In the last three weeks before the 
Anglo-American occupation of North 
Africa, French financiers got about nine 
billion francs out of France, which they 
deposited in the French banking houses 
in North Africa. 

The transfer of francs to North 
Africa was quite legal since shortly be- 
fore the Vichy government had de- 
creed that francs could be exported to 
and deposited in North Africa without 
restriction. 

In the meantime, Pierre Pucheu and 
Pierre Etienne Flandin, who like Pucheu 
was a member of the boards of directors 
of both the German-French North Afri- 
can trusts, were sent to Algiers to tell 
Robert Murphy that French industry 
would be willing to co-operate fully 
with the Allies in North Africa if the 
latter would agree that the administra- 
tion of North African finance and 
economy would remain in the same 
hands as before. 

This offer was made, of course, only 
after the German representatives of the 
Nazi-French North African trusts and 
the German directors of the Bank of 
International Settlements had come to 
the conclusion that it would be a far- 
sighted policy to play safe and get some 
of their money and holdings under the 
protection of the Allies in the event that 
Hitler and Nazism should be defeated. 

The offer to leave the economic and 
financial control of North Africa in the 
same hands as it had been before the 
landing of American troops was ac- 
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cepted by Murphy. He accepted even 
more: 

Since 1940 Vichy has officially pegged 
the franc at 50 francs to the dollar, but 
the value of the franc has been purely 
nominal and internationally the ex- 
change is at least 100 to 150 francs to 
the dollar. The American administra- 
tion in North Africa at first made the 
generous offer of pegging the exchange 
at 75 francs to the doliar. But Le- 
maigre-Dubreuil, Pucheu and Flandin, 
and some two dozen other French in- 
dustrialists and bankers, who crowded 
to North Africa after the occupation and 
who in the main were representatives of 
the French-Nazi, African trusts, pressed 
Robert Murphy to secure an even more 
favorable rate of exchange. 

As a result of this pressure, American 
authorities fixed the official rate of ex- 
change at 50 francs to the dollar. With- 
in a few days billions of francs were 
exchanged into dollars and placed in the 
vaults of the banking houses of Algiers 
and Morocco, under the protection of 
the Giraud-Eisenhower administration. 
Officially the francs belonged to the 
French industrialists, but since they were 
all representatives of the Franco-Ger- 
man trusts there is no doubt that part of 
the money belonged to their German 
colleagues. 

Nominally and “legally”” everything 
in North Africa is owned by Frenchmen. 
As long as the United States authorities 
do not destroy the basic economic and 
financial structure to pave the way for 
future control by democratic forces, the 
German-French trusts as well as the de- 
posited money belonging to German 
industrialists remain untouchable. 

The profitable franc-dollar exchange, 
engineered by Pucheu and Flandin, was 
of course only a pleasant by-product of 
the larger plans of the powerful Ger- 
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man and French barons of industry and 
finance. 


Ten years ago these same German in- 
dustrialists and financiers put Hitler into 
power as the best available means of 
preserving their economic stranglehold 
on Germany against the threat of genu- 
ine social change implicit in the politi- 
cal breakdown of the Weimar Republic. 
The Nazi Party and its Fuehrer were 
never anything more than tools to be 
discarded when their usefulness had 
come to an end. 

That moment has not yet come. But 
the more clever among the German cap- 
tains of industry and finance realize that 
it is approaching. Their exploitation 
of the Anglo-American occupation of 
North Africa, through their control and 
dominance in French industry and fi- 


nance, indicates that they are already - 


starting to play safe and to plan for 
the possibility of a Hitler defeat. The 
first step in the plan, the beginning of 
their disassociation from Nazi economy, 
took place in North Africa. 


German industrial and financial lead- 
ers realize that they will have to pay a 
price to survive a Hitler defeat. The 
price will be that they will have to take, 
for a time at least, a junior role to 
American imperialism. This might seem 
a high price, but the German industrial- 
ists are good enough Marxists to per- 
ceive its advantages and possibilities. 

American industry and finance holds 
at least one premise in common with 
German industry and finance. That is, 
that the economic structure of Europe 
must be upheld. Allied !eaders have re- 
peatedly stated that German economy 
must not be permitted to collapse for 
such a collapse would bririg “chaos.” 

The American policy ot fighting Ger- 
man imperialism by supporting and 
maintaining in power essentially Fascist 


states in North Africa and Spain, and 
prior to November 10, i942, in Vichy 
France, and the pronounced American 
disinclination to enlist the popular 
forces in Europe in the war against Ger- 
man imperialism, a policy which if 
adopted would turn America’s fight into 
one against Fascism, gives the German 
industrial and financial leaders good 
grounds for hope that the price in the 
long run will not be too great. 


For the economic rulers of Germany 
are well aware that if Anglo-American 
policy dictates the maintenance in power 
of a series of Fascist states over Europe, 
this policy cannot stop at the frontiers 
cf Germany. Germany itself will have 
to be left under Fascist rule. 


In a Fascist Germany, whether con- 
cealed behind the trappings of a ‘“‘Chris- 
tian state’ or a restored monarchy, eco- 
nomic power will remain concentrated 
in the same hands as at present. The 
German leaders of industry and finance 
have proved themselves in their own 
way to be better Marxists than those 
who call themselves Marxists, for they 
have understood, and operated upon, 
the principle that economic power is the 
determining power of power politics. 

If they succeed in maintaining their 
power despite Nazi defeat, they will be 
atle once again to organize for the dom- 
ination of the European continent, since 
German industry is far more advanced 
than that of any nation in Europe out- 
side the Soviet Union. 

The bargaining power of German in- 
dustry and finance in relation to Ameri- 
cen industry and finance is relatively 
great. By wholly legal devices German 
industry and finance has secured the 
majority possession of the economic 
structure of Europe. Only genuine so- 
cial revolution can untangle German 
control of this structure and tear it apart. 
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Such social revolution is obviously not 
welcome to America’s economic rulers 
and it becomes increasingly unwelcome 
as the prestige of the Soviet Union rises 
swiftly among the European peoples. 


To America’s economic rulers the 
Germans can offer as the only alternative 
to a social revolution, which would de- 
prive not only the Germans, but every- 
one of the fruits of economic exploita- 
tion, participation in the expansion of 
the already gigantic cartels now operat- 
ing on the continent. The now pub- 
lished and documented agreements, en- 
tered into by German and American 
companies prior to the war, providing 
for the division of interests throughout 
the world and specifically insuring main- 
tenance of the agreements during and 
after the expected war are models for 
the post-war collaboration of German 
and American industry. 

Understanding the mechanics of 
power politics as they do, Germany's 
industrialists and financiers are pre- 
pared, as Hitler's defeat draws nearer, 
to combine with the respective Ameri- 
can powers to enforce a peace which 
would permit them to cartelize on a 
gigantic scale after the war and to set 
up political regimes in Europe and else- 
where which will support their aims and 
constitute nothing less than economic 
imperialism as usual. 

So, after the occupation of North 
Africa, Germany’s economic rulers per- 
mitted French industry and finance a 
new degree of liberty and independence 
in order that French financiers and in- 
dustrialists might win the confidence of 
American industry and convince Wash- 
ington that the military defeat of Hitler 
is one thing, but the upholding of the 
economic structure of Europe is an- 
other. The visit to Washington of 
Jacques Lemaigre-Dubreuil, regent of 
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the Bank of France and agent of Pucheu 
and Flandin, undoubtedly concerned 
such matters of high policy. 

The Peyroutons, Flandins and Pu- 
cheus, and the representatives of I. G. 
Farben, the Schroeder Bank and the 
Deutsche Bank, and perhaps even of 
Goering and his trust, are not particu- 
larly interested in political changes 
which may occur in North Africa or 
elsewhere in the near future, provided 
these political changes do not interfere 
with the economic structure. That Gi- 
raud may treat the Jews of North 
Africa more liberally than in the past, 
or may even re-establish the laws of the 
Third Republic, are matters of basic in- 
difference to them. In fact, they may 
even support political changes in a 
liberal direction, if such changes serve 
to palliate public opinion and are with- 
out practical effect in hindering the ad- 
vancement of their power. 

But it is quite a different matter when 
economic power is concerned. It is not 
without significance that the member- 
ship of the Economic Council set up by 
Peyrouton in North Africa has never 
been made public. 


There is no doubt that the German 
plan to use their French collaborators 
to pave the way for placing themselves 
under the protection of American im- 
perialism is not quite to the taste of 
Britain’s economic rulers. In Britain, 
unlike the U. S., the ruling classes sup- 
ported the popular outcry against the 
American deal with Darlan, Peyrouton 
and Giraud since they knew that these 
political manoeuverings concealed the 
beginnings of an American-French- 
German economic combination which 
would soon constitute a threat to British 
imperialism. 

Before the outbreak of war, British 
industry had more intimate associations 
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with German industry than did Ameri- 
can industry. In 1939 the Federation of 
British Industries (FBI) met with rep- 
resentatives of German industry in Dus- 
seldorf to discuss an agreement for the 
common exploitation of the European 
market. British industry is therefore all 
the more anxious to reach an agreement 
with German industry which will pro- 
vide for the common exploitation of 
Europe. 

Viscount Simon, Lord Chancellor of 
the Churchill Cabinet and a major share- 
holder of the British Chemical Trust, 
said on March 11 in a speech before 
the House of Lords that although Ger- 
many must be disarmed and the Nazis 
destroyed, Germany must retain its eco- 
nomic power, since its economic col- 
lapse would be a source of dangerous 
infection to its neighbors. Perhaps it 1s 
not purely accidental that the RAF has 
never dropped bombs on the I. G. Far- 
ben plants, since I. G. Farben, not 
wholly a war industry, will probably be 
the most important German cartel in 
peace time Europe. I. G. Farben has pe- 
culiarly close relations to British and 
American industry and is a leading 
power in the Bank of International Set- 
tlements. 

The conflict between the American- 
French-German economic combinations, 
now in process of formation, and British 
industrial and financial interests has not 
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to date been resolved. Its existence gives 
the German industrialists an oppor- 
tunity to play one against the other and 
to press to their own advantage for a 
world-wide understanding in the face 
of the growing “bolshevik menace”’ 
which would undermine the whole eco- 
nomic structure of Europe. 

This pressure goes so far that even a 
man like Walter Lippmann thought it 
fit to mention a persistent rumor that 
Hjalmar Schacht, a representative not 
of Hitler but of German big business, is 
frantically trying to get in touch with 
Washington and London to make sub- 
stantial proposals for a peace economi- 
cally acceptable to all parties. 

The Soviet Union is, of course, not 
included in this reference to “all par- 


_ties.”” The Soviet Union has no repre- 


sentative at the Bank of International 
Settlements at Basle. Its state industries 
and combines have no international con- 
nections. The Soviet Union has been 
excluded from all the political and eco- 
nomic dealings in North Africa. 

In the last analysis, the new Axis 
aimed at by the overlords of British, 
American and German industry and 
finance is directed against the Soviet 
Union not only as a world power, but 
also as a symbol of the invincibility of 
the people and against the people every- 
where who know what they are fighting 
for. 


Our interest in the spread of democracy is not 
merely doctrinaire or “idealistic”. It is vital. An 
attempt on our part to stabilize, still less to create, 
clerical Fascist regimes is the surest way to bring 
about a divided Europe, an extremist Europe. 


W here there ave Fascist regimes, or near-Fascist 
regimes or tyrannical regimes among our enemies, 


they must go. 


Edgar Ansel Mowrer 


READER'S DIGEST CAPITALISM 


By HARRY F. WARD 


HE Reader’s Digest has just spent 
Th lot of money in full-page adver- 
tisements to tell me and millions of 
others about “Your Stake in Capital- 
ism.”” It wants us to support the effort 
of Eric Johnston, president of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States, to get private business to “save 
this country when the war is over.” 
From what? From ‘‘governmentaliza- 
tion,” from “government bureaucracy,” 
from “‘totalitarian governmentalism.” 
How is business to save the country? By 
planning and organizing with the co- 
operation of labor, to give the nation 
full employment. If it doesn’t, the gov- 
ernment will, and that will be “slavery.” 
Business can do it. Look at all that 
needs to be done—better housing, a 
modern railroad system; “‘to modernize 
everything in this country would mean 
so many billions of dollars that business 
could not get through earning and 
spending them in twenty years.’”” “But 
business cannot do this unless capitalism 
is allowed to operate, Mr. Johnston is 
tired of that mealy-mouthed term ‘pri- 
vate enterprise.’ ‘Capitalism is the 
word.’ And business men cannot op- 
erate capitalism, let alone plan and or- 
ganize for full employment, unless labor 
which wants more wages, and the gov- 
ernment which wants more taxes, will 
let them keep enough savings, enough 
profit, enough new capital, to be able 
to go ahead into new investments, new 
adventures, new services.” So here is 
where you and I come in. We are to 
help save the country and capitalism by 
being against too high wages and too 
high taxes. Mr. Johnston and his friends 
will tell us when they are too high. And 
we are to be on their side in the political 


battle just beginning over who is to do 
the planning that has to be done to pre- 
vent the unemployment after the war 
which otherwise may wreck both our 
economic and political structures. 


Since The Reader's Digest has ad- 
dressed me personally about my stake in 
capitalism I will answer that way. The 
first thing Mr. Johnston tells me is “I 
am for capitalism.” He claims that 
“Capitalism has been the greatest force 
that the world has ever known for in- 
creased production.” “Has been” is 
right. 

I am as much against capitalism as 
Mr. Johnston is for it. As a teacher of 
the ethics .of Jesus I am against both its 
motivation and its method. Its motiva- 
tion makes meeting of economic need 
and the provision for cultural develop- 
ment depend upon the search for profit. 
Its method, the struggle for profit, is the 
method of the jungle, disguised and 
modified by the veneer of civilization. I 
am against capitalism because it is no 
Icnger “free enterprise” but predomi- 
nantly monopoly capitalism. And that 
even Mr. Johnston who hates the camou- 
flage term, conceals from himself when 
he talks about maintaining ‘‘a free sys- 
tem” and “free private business.” He 
ignores the fact that the capitalism he 
wants to serve is not the kind that got 
most of the war contracts and controls 
the financing of our economy. 

I am against capitalism because it is 
not able to satisfy the needs of the peo- 
ple in the countries where it is the 
strongest. It cannot even use to capacity 
the means of production it has created, 
to say nothing of those it has made pos- 
sible. Alongside the mass unemploy- 
ment it could not stop before the war, 
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the part it played in arming the enemies 
of a civilization makes plain enough the 
handwriting on the wall. It is weighed 
in the balance and found wanting. At 
the same time a new technique for doing 
for society what capitalism has done ap- 
pears and demonstrates its effectiveness 
—the technique of over all social-eco- 
nomic planning to meet economic needs 
and realize desired social ends. So the 
fact that capitalism greatly increased 
production over feudalism is no more 
ground for keeping it than for keeping 
man-power when horse-power is avail- 
able, or horse-power when steam and 
ejectric-power are at hand. History 
tells me that when great unmet needs 
and a new economic technique join 


hands the day of change has begun. 
Nevertheless it is also clear that the 


people of the U. S. are not ready psy- 


chologically or politically. Technically 
they are to use the technique of over all 
social-economic planning to meet their 
post-war economic needs and to avert 
the danger of mass unemployment. So 
some way must be found to make our 
present economic machinery work as 
well as it can. Consequently the fact 
that I am as mucke against capitalism as 
Mr. Johnston is for it does not make me 
reject his program. I am compelled to 
do that because the evidence shows that 
it will not work. It tells me that capi- 
talism cannot do what he wants to have 
done. 

If Mr. Johnston and his colleagues, 
with the aid of his magazine and news- 
paper supporters, and capitalist-minded 
labor leaders, succeed in knocking out 
government participation in, and regu- 
lation of, our post-war economy the 
odds are that they will not get business 
planning for urgent national needs. The 
law of capitalism that profits are the 
condition of meeting the needs of the 
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people stands in the way. The con- 
sumers goods section of our economy, 
including the industry that supplies it, 
will naturally take advantage of the de- 
mand the war has suspended. They will 
not want to plan, they will want to make 
money. They are already talking about 
the biggest market in our history. The 
National Association of Manufacturers’ 
demand for business control of post-war 
economy and “‘to hell with New Deal 
socialism’’ will have the inside track. On 
the driver’s seat will be the big business 
clique which subsidized the American 
Liberty League, the Jeffersonian Demo- 
crats, the Grass Roots Convention, the 
America First movement, and similar 
Fascist tendencies. The successors of 
those who raised the 1918 slogan, “Take 
the blinders off of business,” will again 
whip up the team until it runs away 
with the wagon, and crashes. The re- 
sult of the accompanying employment 
will be exactly what Mr. Johnston ts 
trying to prevent, Fascist political con- 
trols and a Fascist state capitalism. 
Nothing can prevent this disaster ex- 
cept that which now prevents our de- 
feat in the war, a strong enough gov- 
ernment to put on the brakes at some 
points and more power at others, work- 
ing in collaboration with business, labor, 
the farmers and professional workers 
and supported by the press. And this is 
just what Mr. Johnston is trying to make 
impossible. 

As Mr. Johnston himself points out, 
neither business nor government can 
suspend the laws of capitalism and con- 
tinue to operate it. But suppose he and 
his colleagues succeed in persuading a 
sufficient majority of business men to 
modify the law of profit and to plan on 
the basis of a reasonable return for 
service rendered, industry by industry, 
an expansion program to meet the un- 
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met needs of the American population, 
what then? Our war experience shows 
that piecemeal, uncoordinated planning 
—the Army going here, the Navy there, 
and W.P.B. somewhere else, now priori- 
ties for high octane gas and then con- 
flicting priorities for rubber—produces 
bottlenecks at some points over against 
unused stocks at others, that endanger 
the whole enterprise. The only way that 
this can be avoided (and we are paying 
a high price in the war effort to find 
that out) is by over all coordinated plan- 
ning for the total national need, uniting 
the specialized planning for each part 
of it. 

This involves the use of powers which 
cannot and will not be given by a de- 
mocracy to business or to business and 
labor together. Take housing, whose 
deficiencies and ugliness Mr. Johnston 
commendably wants to remove. Every 
good housing scheme we have ever tried 
has been prevented from reaching its 
goal by artificial city land values created 
under the law of profit. Is business to 
be given the powers necessary to deal 
with this problem? Take again the un- 
employment that Mr. Johnston knows 
must be prevented if we are to have 
post-war security. Take the case of one 
member of the Committee for Economic 
Development in which Mr. Johnston is 
active, created by Secretary of Commerce 
Jesse Jones, apparently as a business 
man’s substitute for the plan of the 
National Resources Planning Board. 
This man is president of a corporation 
that employs 8,000 men workers in 
peace time, but 30,000 now. To con- 
vert when the fighting ends so that they 
will keep at work will take several mil- 
lion dollars he says, and ‘My directors 
can’t supply it.”” Multiply that by thou- 
sands of plants. Reserves provided by 
remission of taxes as Mr. Johnston sug- 
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gests, will not be sufficient for conver- 
sion, let alone expansion. 


Then add all the enterprises that have 
to be underwritten, including our part 
in reconstruction abroad. It is obvious 
that private credit cannot support such 
vast undertakings. Nothing less than 
the public credit, behind which is the 
entire national resources, material and 
human, can do it. Certainly this is not 
to be turned over to business and its 
planning, nor to a combination of busi- 
ness, labor and the pressure group be- 
hind the farm bloc. When business 
organizations in England like that which 
Mr. Johnston heads recently made pub- 
lic a proposal similar to his, one of their 
own journals told them they were 
twenty-five years too late. 

Here, in a recent radio address, Prof. 
Walter Rautenstrauch, head of the De- — 
partment of Industrial Engineering of 
Columbia University, speaking of the 
needs that had to be met after the war, 
including “thousands of small business 
men and small manufacturers who were 
lost in the competitive struggle for war 
contracts . . .”’ said: “These pressing 
social needs, together with an enormous 
burden of debt, cannot be digested by 
ptivate enterprise seeking investment 
for private profit. It is a national prob- 
lem, it is a people’s problem. It is the 
people, all the people, who must work 
together to solve it.” 

Our history since the Civil War, in 
which the foundations for monopolistic 
control of our economy were laid, shows 
that Mr .Johnston’s conclusion that the 
“price of freedom’ for all of us is to 
give business men the freedom to get 
the capital to operate capitalism is but a 
rationalization of the capitalist mind. 
What happened to the freedom of small 
business men and manufacturers, of 
labor and farmers, of’ corporation em- 
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ployees, to say nothing of writers, teach- 
ers and preachers, when business was 
as free as it could be to make profits? 
Certainly what has happened since 
Rockefeller began the scrambling of 
eggs that have never been unscrambled, 
is not a record of advance for freedom. 


Mr. Johnston is a crusader from the 


West, out to save us from bureaucracy, 
and capitalism from itself, and the West 
has not yet fully entered the monopoly 
stage of capitalism. But its farmers can 
tell Mr. Johnston something of the eco- 
nomic freedom that business control 
brings. So can its business men who 
have tried to get the credit necessary to 
enter, or expand in, a field where a 
monopolistic section of business is en- 
trenched. Unless the government con- 
trol that Mr. Johnston wants to remove 
prevents it, the control of the ventures 
he wants business to plan for, in order 
to prevent unemployment and save cap- 
italism, must gravitate into the hands 
of big business just as most of our war 
contracts have done. Then there will be 
not more, but less, economic freedom 
in the land, and other freedoms will 
diminish accordingly. 


It is axiomatic that capitalism cannot 
operate unless business can get enough 
profits to supply capital for needed ex- 
pansion. It is also true that it is now 
not able to operate when it does get 
them, except by state aid. When the 
bread lines were the longest and the un- 
employment rolls the highest the banks 
were crammed full of idle money and 
unused credit. The situation was helped 
by government intervention, it was not 
relieved until war provided a demand 
that had to be met. Here is the basic 
flaw in Mr. Johnston’s position. Capi- 
talism has impaled itself upon the horns 
of a fatal dilemma. It cannot operate if 
it cannot get enough profits to expand, 
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or prospect of profits to justify credit. 
When it gets them it sooner or later 
gets to the point where it cannot use 
them, because in the process it has de- 
stroyed the demand that alone can make 
their use profitable. It is not a question 
of producing more “in order that there 
may be more to divide,” it is a question 
of dividing the national income in a 
way that will enable production to con- 
tinue. This means seeing that too much 
does not go to investment and too little 
te consumption. To set business free 
to make profits without people’s control 
of this basic division would only be to 
repeat in shorter time the disastrous 
economic record of the last twenty-five 
years. 


In support of Mr. Johnston’s proposal ° 
Keader’s Digest quotes to me Henry J. 


Kaiser, who can build ships in record 


time, in cooperation, be it noted, with 
the government. Mr. Kaiser tells me, 
‘“Here’s something America needs just 
as much as ships . . . It’s good American 
horse sense.’’ Well, I happened to grow 


‘up among horse traders, and I learned 


early that old, broken down horses could 
be made to look like young ones, and so 
the first thing to do in buying a horse 
was to look in his mouth and see what 
the teeth said about his age. I’ve been 
looking in the mouth of this streamlined 
private capitalism that Mr. Johnston and 
his associates are trying to sell me and 
what do I find? Some teeth are gone 
altogether and others are too worn down 
to be of any use. 


It would make more American horse 
sense to me if the American people 
would look at the job to be done in this 
war and after this war, without trying 
to save capitalism or put in force any 
other ism, and decide the practical ques- 
tion of the best way to get it done. Then 


. I know they would have to inaugurate 
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a complete program of social-economic 
planning, controlled and in large part 
administered, not by business or busi- 
ness and labor, and certainly not by 
representatives of political machines the 
people do not control but by the people 
themselves. 


Since they are not ready to do this, 
am I then left with the choice between 
bureaucracy and business that Mr. John- 
ston and The Reader's Digest have pre- 
sented me. It is said of a well-known 
professor of philosophy of the last gen- 
eration that when a student would say, 
“But professor, it must be either this or 
that,”” he would reply; “Young gentle- 
man, it seldom is either or, it is usually 
both and.” So in this case the practic- 
able alternative to the business planning 
proposed by Mr. Johnston is cooperative 
planning and partnership between gov- 
ernment and business, with a share to 
labor, and the farmers, proposed by the 
National Resources Planning Board, 
whose appropriation Congress has just 
cut off. In helping to bring this about 
Mr. Johnston and The Reader’s Digest 
have stiffened the necks of the kind of 
capitalists they are trying to reform. 

The majority of the N. R. P. B. are 
also business men. They want to save 
capitalism, as much as Mr. Johnston 
does. They say “We do not want gov- 
ernment to run the whole show. We do 
not want a totalitarian state. We want 
freedom of enterprise . . . Private in- 
dustry and government must act to- 
gether to maintain and increase income 
and output sufficient to provide reason- 
ably full employment. They outline the 
many jobs that need to be undertaken. 
They indicate the shares of responsi- 
bility.” “‘Private business can and will 
do the job of production but it is the 
responsibility of government to insure 
sustained demand.”” They also propose 
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that the government become a working 
partner in certain industries like alumi- 
num and shipping as it has been in war 
time. 


This means that capitalism enters yet 
another stage. Instead of the monopoly 
capitalism ignored by Mr. Johnston ‘it 
becomes state capitalism. This is a de- 
velopment that has long been proceed- 
ing, from the aid furnished to capitalists 
through tariffs, subsidies, protection of 
foreign trade and investment, through 
the regulation of the trust busting era, 
to the priming of the profit pump under 
the New Deal, and then the provision 
of plant, credit, and most of the market, 
the assignment of materials and fixing 
of prices, under. our war economy. Can 
state capitalism work if the people ap- 
prove of it? Not if it is a partnership 
between bureaucracy and plutocracy. 
That would be the American form of 
Fascism. If it is not regimentation but 
continuous development of economic 
government of, by, and fcr, the people, 
with the people and not big business 
getting control of the key points in the 
economy, if the people are planning and 
not being planned for, then state cap- 
italism can lead toward full economic 
democracy. But the struggle for 
people’s control will of necessity be con- 
tinuous and hard. So I agree with Mr. 
Johnston’s ending, ‘The word is cap- 
italism."” But for the present it is state 
capitalism. And the question is what 
kind of state capitalism? 

For that decision and the struggle it 
involves, Protestants are ill prepared be- 
cause of their basic tenet of freedom. 
While this places them in opposition to 
Fascism, it also inclines them to be easily 
deceived when that evil comes under the 
siogan of “free enterprise.” They have 
yet to learn that this can be exercised 
today only by sharing in the economic 
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planning and controls required to suc- 
cessfully operate the machine age. 
Protestants have to learn that free- 
dom involves discipline and that the 
development of personality depends 


THE FORGOTTEN STATES 
By ALVA W. TAYLOR 


THE FORGOTTEN STATES 31 


upon a creative part in manipulating the 
economic means without which we do 
not live and upon whose expansion and 
mode of use all other development 


depends. 


—Poverty is the fruitful mother of more of the South’s shortcomings than 
aught else. But there is a cultural poverty created by an outmoded patrician 
cultus, and a spiritual poverty created by churchianity. Not only the South 
Suffers from these poverties, but it is the South that suffers from them the 


n1ost. 


HE SOUTH is a region of paradoxes. 

It is called the “Bible belt,’’ for here 
churches thrive best, a larger percentage 
of the people attend church and religion 
plays a larger part in the life of more 
people than in any other part of the 
country. Yet here there is more “funda- 
mentalism,” less church cooperation, a 
larger number of pastorless churches, 
a greater number of emotional sectarians 
and, by and large, less emphasis on the 
social ethic of the Kingdom of God than 
in many sections where the church exer- 
cises less influence on personal life. Here 
the rate of homicide, the number of 
child wage earners, the employment of 
women, and the percentages of illiteracy, 
poverty and crime is greatest. Here in 
the cream of society is culture, charm, 
politeness, devotion to the church, while 
in the skimmed, blue milk at the bottom 
is poverty, illiteracy and criminality. A 
prominent physician and community 
health specialist has just told Nashville, 
the Athens of the South, that 20,000 
of its citizens, or 10% of the population, 
is infected with venereal disease; pru- 
dery, lax law enforcement, a lack of 
social legislation, poverty, illiteracy, sub- 
standard housing, and aloofness of the 


very culture in the churches and higher 


_ educational institutions that make it the 


Athens of the South, are at the bottom 
of it. 


Poverty is the hydra-headed breeder 
of more social ills than aught else, but 
the South has also to bear the dead 
weight of a hangover of the old slave- 
ocracy’s patrician social pattern and the 
venomous penetration of racial prejudice 
into the body politic far beyond the 
color line, 

In eight states of the solid Democratic 
South the poll tax as registered in the 
1940 election helped to keep 6,000,000 
democrats from voting. In the forty 
states that do not put a cash price on 
the ballot, 70% of the citizens voted; 
in the eight Southern states only 20% 
voted, and a large majority of those not. 
voting were whites. In a region where a 
million and a half families exist on a 
cash income of $200 or less per family, 
with a larger average number per family 
than in the nation at large, the demo- 
cratic right to the franchise is denied 
most of them. So the minority able to 
pay the poll tax elects, year after year, 
bourbons in Congress, who through 
seniority rules sit at the head of im- 


32 THE PROTESTANT 


portant committees that in turn obstruct 
progressive legislation, and furnish a 
block of votes that slows down, if it 
does not defeat, progressive legislation. 
The result is that here, where social leg- 
islation “is most needed, it is least 
provided. 

When Frances Perkins said that the 
South needed shoes, she stirred much 
wrath. Senator Glass roared disapproval 
and boasted that as a lad he went bare- 
footed. Up in the highlands of the 
South several thousand little children 
will quit school for lack of shoes and 
clothing when winter comes. Down in 
the lowlands thousands have suffered 
from hookworm because the parasite 
comes up through bare feet. 


Shoes are only a symbol of the South’s 
need. The National Emergency Com- 
mittee, composed of Southerners, said: 
“The South’s people want and need 
houses, radios, butter, beef, vegetables, 
milk, eggs, dresses, shirts, shoes. They 
want and could use many thousands of 
things, little and big, that men and 
machines make to bring health and good 
living to people.” The Southerner with 
an average total income of $315 could 
spend easily twice that amount for the 
things he needs badly. 


The truth about the South’s economic 
misery is not pleasant reading—no more 
pleasant than is the truth about Chicago's 
West Side or New York’s East Side, 
or the story of labor in the cranberry 
marshes of New Jersey or the amazing 
increase of tenancy in Iowa, the richest 
agricultural state in the union. Southern 
people are just like other Americans, and 
their idiosyncrasies are the fruits of 
environment. They are enterprising, 
energetic, skilled, and resourceful when 
‘given the opportunity. 

The South is a victim of its own past, 
of war’s destruction, of slavery, of the 
perplexing problems inherent in a bira- 
cial society, of gross discriminations in 
freight rates, of absentee capital, and 
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of the one-time national tariff policy. 
When the President declared the South’s 
problem is a national problem, not 
merely that of a region, he spoke wisely. 

In the South are 36,000,000 people, 
the largest birth rate, the lowest average 
income, the greatest amount of poor 
housing, and more illness than in any 
other section of the land. It is still 
largely agricultural but with the largest 
amount of eroded land, the greatest per- 
centage of tenantry and more wasted 
natural resources in terms of cut-over 
timber lands, unrecoverable petroleum, 
wasted natural gas and undernourished 
workers than any other section. 

Yes, the South is a paradox. Its soils 
are the most varied, the number of dif- 
ferent minerals greater, its resources in 
timber, oil, tobacco and cotton the great- 
est of any like area in the world. Its 
transportation in both railroads and 
rivers is excellent. But it is poor in 
capital resources, credit, wage rates, 
mechanical equipment and is only begin- 
ning to harness its water power. “An 
expanse of land as large as South Caro- 
lina has been gullied and washed away. 
Another area the size of Oklahoma and 
Alabama combined has been seriously 
damaged by erosion. In addition, the 
sterile sand and gravel washed off this 
land has covered over a fertile valley 
acreage equal in size to Maryland.” 

On the other hand, the South has the 
greatest reservoir of unsupplied wants, 
and therefore the greatest potential mar- 
ket for goods that would give farmers a 
market, capital business to do, and labor 
work to perform, if only the millions 
who live on a deficit economy were en- 
abled to buy. Northern business is los- 
ing business and ‘‘Northern workers are 
losing work because the South cannot 
afford to buy their goods.” 

The heart-break is not the loss of 
business, but the loss to our children of 
their future. The Southeast has to edu- 
cate 50% more children than the North- 
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east, but it gets only two per cent of the 
national income as against 42% for the 
Northeast. “The poor educational status 
of the South is not a result of lack of 
effort to support schools.” It is due to 
a thin tax base and deficit incomes. The 
South devotes a larger part of its taxes 
to schools than does any other section. 
Youth, by the tens of thousands, have 
gone North and East to better their 
economic condition while the faculties 
of Southern colleges are filled with 
Northern educators. 

Ever since the war between the States 
the South has been the poorest section 
of the nation. The richest state in the 
South ranks lower in per capita income 
than the poorest state outside the region. 
In 1937 the average income in the 
South was $314; in the rest of the 
country it was $604, or nearly twice as 
much. Even in “prosperous” 1929 
Southern farm people received an aver- 
age income of only $186 a year, as com- 
pared with $528 for farmers elsewhere. 
Out of that $186 Southern farmers had 
to pay all their operating expenses so 
that only a fraction of that sum was left 
to purchase food, clothes, and the de- 
cencies of life. For the more than half 
of the South’s farm families who are 
tenants without land of their own— 
incomes are far lower, $73 per person 
for a year’s work. Many thousands of 
them are living in poverty comparable 
to that of the poorest peasants in Eu- 
rope. 

The South’s industrial wages, like its 
farm income, are the lowest in the 
United States. In 1937 common labor 
in twenty important industries got 16 
cents an hour less than laborers in other 
sections received for the same kind of 
work. A recent survey of the South dis- 
closed that the average annual wage in 
industry was only $865, while in the 
remaining states it averaged $1,219. 

It requires one-third more cotton to- 
day to buy work clothes than it did at 
the close of the World War and twice as 
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much to buy tools made of iron and 
steel. The toiler in the cotton field raises 
cotton but has few clothes. All sorts of 
enterprises are being promoted to in- 
crease the use of cotton and so increase 
demand but the fact that an increase 
in the price of land in a tenant agricul- 
ture will almost surely absorb any in- 
crease in the tenant’s income is ignored. 
The Surplus Marketing Administration 
of the Department of Agriculture 
helped the clothing situation by giving 
cotton stamps to every farmer cooperat- 
ing in the AAA program. Farmers were 
induced under this program to reduce 
cotton acreage by growing other crops, 
especially those that will stop erosion 
and improve the soil. Reducing produc- 
tion is no cure for under consumption, 
but until the tax payer is willing to buy 
the surplus to supply those suffering 
from under consumption, the farmer's 
economic doctor will have to try to 
reduce the surplus, or the folk who 
chop and pick cotton in the hot Southern 
sun will not be able to buy enough of 
even cheap cotton clothing for them- 
selves and family. It is estimated that the 
$25,000,000 expended for AAA cotton 
stamps turned 575,000 bales into clothes 
for hard pressed farm families. To the 
farmers of the old South whose income 
is only 50c per day even this few dollars 
worth of clothing, added by the stamp 
plan, was a boon. 

How a little help really does help is 
illustrated by the experience with rural 
rehabilitation loans in Tennessee. Nearly 
10,000 farmers, with the members of 
their families totalling 55,000, were 
loaned $3,851,000; in a little over four 
years they paid back approximately 
$2,000,000 on the loans and $141,000 
in interest. 

Poverty is the fruitful mother of more 
human misery than all else put together, 
and poverty, denying education, is the 
fruitful mother of more of the South’s 
shortcomings than aught else. 
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But there is a cultural poverty created 
by an outmoded patrician cultus, and a 
spiritual poverty created by a churchian- 
ity that ignores the social precepts of 
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the Master’s Kingdom of God teaching. 
Not only the South suffers from these 


poverties, but it is the South that suffers 


from them the most. 


—While nothing was being done to create among Italian prisoners 
a democratic mind which might be put to use in Italy during 
post-war reconstruction, the British Ministry of Information 
chanted, in all possible keys, the anthem of Italian cowardice. 


FTER General Wavel’s blitzkrieg 

in Libya in the Spring of 1941, 
there were wide opportunities for a 
democratic re-education of the Italian 
prisoners in the Near East. Many among 
them, not only privates but officers, were 
angry with Mussolini. They applauded 
anti-Fascist speakers at improvised meet- 
ings. The idea spread among them that 
an anti-Fascist legion should be formed. 
In the beginning, British local authori- 
ties favored this plan, and segregated the 
anti-Fascist prisoners from the Fascists. 
A thousand privates and ninety-two of- 
ficers including a colonel had already 
joined the group. At this point Fascists 
and anti-Fascists were again put to- 
gether under the control of Fascist offi- 
cers and N.C.O. 


The idea that from among the Italian 
war prisoners under British control a 
legion of anti-Fascist volunteers should 
be raised, was not peculiar to the war 
prisoners in Egypt. The London New 
Statesman, in its issue of May 17, 1941, 
published the following item: 


What are we doing with our Italian 
prisoners of war, who now number more 
nearly 200,000 than 150,000 men? They 
are thoroughly disillusioned with the Fas- 
cist regime, but most of them are political 

illiterates. Has it occurred to our military 


authorities. that we might help them to 
educate themselves? The more intelligent 
of them would welcome books to while 
away their long captivity. An Italian friend 
of mine, one of the ablest adversaries of 
Fascism since its early days, makes a sug- 
gestion which I should like to commend to 
Whitehall. It is that we should reprint for 
their use, of course in Italian, a few out- 
standing books which could recall to them 
the free traditions of their motherland. 
Silone’s masterpiece of satire, Fontamara, 
might rank first, with his even more mov- 
ing Bread and Wime, and to these one 
might add the classical lives of Mazzini 
and Garibaldi. This might begin the pro- 
cess of re-education. Probably it is too 
optimistic to look to these prisoners as part 
of a Free Italian or Garibaldian Legion, but 
we might find some very useful political 
material if the intention is some day to pro- 
mote a democratic revival in Italy. The 
priests in whose care they now are will not 
turn their minds in that direction. 

Most likely, a few months of well- 
planned intellectual and moral prepara- 
tion, would have yielded a sufficient 
number of men willing to enroll in an 
Italian legion. It would not have been 
they who would have brought victory to 
the United Nations. They would have 
been utilized in military operations with 
the aim of creating around them prestige 
resulting from bravery and sacrifice and 
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promoting unrest in Italy. On the day 
the Fascist regime in Italy collapsed, 
a few thousand well-equipped and well- 
disciplined men who had established 
themselves in Rome and other important 
cities while everything was in a state of 
confusion and perplexity, would act as 
rallying points for wider military organ- 
izations and form the skeleton of the 
forces for the defense of the new poli- 
tical regime. He who holds the more 
important northern cities in a country 
like Italy, endowed with a centralized 
civil service, will hold the entire coun- 
try, especially if the population is fed 
and finds work thanks to the friendly 
relations between the Provisional Gov- 
ernment and the victorious Powers. That 
small army of Italians after contributing 
to the war of liberation would have 
made unnecessary for the new regime 
the support of foreign armies. 


Nothing was ever done along those 
lines. The souls of the Italian war 
prisoners were entrusted to the cares of 
an Apostolic Delegate who, in the Fall 
of 1941, took a large group of those 
in Palestine to visit the holy places at 
the expense of the Pope. The Osserva- 
tore Romano, the Vatican newspaper, 
November 18, 1941, rejoiced at such 
“an initiative, certainly without prece- 
dent among prisoners of any war.” Any- 
one who knows the friendly feelings of 
Pius XII and of most high Italian pre- 
lates towards the Fascist regime, need 
have no fear that information and opin- 
ions displeasing Mussolini will ever 
find their way to the Italian prisoners 
through Pius XII’s delegates. 

In England and India also the camps 
of Italian war prisoners are under the 
control of Fascist Officers and N.C.O. 
This is why a correspondent of the New 
York Times found in India the follow- 
ing situation. 
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Politically, the Italian prisoners are all 
most cautious; some are rabid Fascisti or 
act that way, but most of them are indiffer- 
ent, although they are careful not to an- 
tagonize the Fascist-minded. A few admit to 
being anti-Fascists. The commandant said 
they were “terrified” of anything which 
smacked of propaganda. They will not lis- 
ten to the radio, are afraid to read news- 
papers and whenever anything is done for 
them they are suspicious. (New York 
Times, Oct. 24, 1942) 

Those “few” prisoners who admit that 
they are anti-Fascist, must be plucky and 
stubborn men indeed if they are pre- 
pared to challenge not only their own 
Fascist supervisors but also the British 
overlords of their supervisors. 


The British Government gives the 
Geneva Convention which pledges the 
Governments not to carry on any poli- 
tical propaganda among war prisoners, 
as the reason why no democratic educa- 
tion is being allowed. This worship of 
the Geneva Convention deserves un- 
bounded admiration at a time when all 
conventions are disregarded by every- 
body. Obviously what the Fascists who 
are in control of the prisoners, say and 
do, is not political propaganda. The 
above-quoted New York Times corres- 
pondent wrote: ‘We could not visit or 
talk to individual prisoners because 
that is forbidden by the Geneva Con- 
vention.” The prisoners, however, have 
at their disposal the Rome radio which 
supposedly does not carry political prop- 
aganda since it is Fascist. On the other 
hand, those Yugoslav soldiers who were 
made prisoners along with the Italians 
in Libya, are being reorganized under 
Yugoslav colors. The Geneva Conven- 
tion is not adhered to in this case. 

In the London Daily Mail, November 
11, 1942, one reads: 


People who are in touch with Italian 
prisoners of war find that the men often 
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have no more idea of the elementary insti- 
tutions of democracy than they have of the 
laws of the Medes and the Persians. Some 
of the prisoners working on the land in this 
country were surprised at the prosperous 
condition of British farmers. It was hoped 
that this would open their eyes to the bless- 
ings of democracy. Instead their naive con- 
clusion has been: So Mussolini was right 
after all when he told us that the British 
had got hold of all the riches of the world 
and left nothing for us poor Italians. 

Why should they think otherwise? In 
the course of two years nobody was 
allowed to tell them that they were 
mistaken. This would not only have run 
counter to the famous Geneva Conyen- 
tion but might bring about trouble in 
Italy when the war is over. The Italian 
war prisoners are to be kept on Fascist 
ice so that when they return to Italy they 
will help keep “law and order”’ in the 
face of ‘‘Bolshevism.”’ 

While nothing was being done to 
create among Italian prisoners a demo- 
cratic frame of mind which might be 
put to use in Italy during the post-war 
reconstruction, the British Ministry of 
Information chanted, in all possible 
keys, the anthem of Italian cowardice. 

Only a fool would have laughed at the 
Polish catastrophe in 1939, the English 
failure in Norway and the Dutch, Bel- 
gian and French catastrophes in 1940, 
and the catastrophes of Yugoslavia, Pearl 
Harbor, Singapore, Java, the Philippines 
or Tobruk in 1941 or 1942. When 
soldiers have to fight against superior 
armament, against the obtuseness of 
their own chiefs, or against both odds, 
nothing on their part can avoid disaster, 
whatever their country. In the, case 
of the Italians in Greece in 1940 and 
1941, and in Libya in 1941, as in the 
case of the French in 1940, inferior 
armament and bad leadership worked 
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hand in hand. Add that the Italians 


were not fighting a war of self-defense 
on their own soil like the French. They 
were to attack Greece, a small and harm- 
less country from which they never had 
anything to fear, and then they had to 
fight in the Libyan desert—the most 
wretched spot in the world, from which 
no Italian peasant could ever hope to 
earn one dime by the direst sweat of his 
brow. On the battlefields of Greece and 
Libya .the Italians “found that right to 
strike of which Fascist legislation had 
deprived them in peace time.” Yet, 
from June 1940 to the present, the 
island of Pantelleria and the Greek 
Dodecanese in the Eastern Mediterran- 
ean have been successfully defended, not 
like Malta, by Britishers against Italians, 
but by Italians against Britishers. They 
too were islands like Malta and Eng- 
land. Not 12,000 Britishers but 12,000 
Italians, abandoned by God and man, 
without an air force, without anti-aircraft 
defense, without tanks, with their uni- 
forms in rags, improvising barbed wire 
out of bundles of thorns and growing 
vegetables on every available piece of 
ground in order to have something to 
eat, resisted one hundred and ninety- 
three days before surrendering on the 
plateau of Gondar in Ethiopia. If the 
defenders of Gondar had been Britons, 
the British Ministry of Information 
would have exalted their heroism to the 
skies at least as they did with the de- 
fenders of Tobruk. If the British Minis- 
try of Information was not run by fools, 
they would not have ignored daring, 
desperate attempts made by young Ital- 
ians to force the defenses of Gibraltar 
and Malta. They would have described 
them, giving due credit to their authors, 
but advising them to put their readiness 
for sacrifice at the service of a better 
cause. But the British Ministry of 
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Information had decided that all Ital- 
ians were cowards to the last. 


Intelligent men are generous. Un- 
generous men are always stupid men. 
And they pay for their stupidity. When 
Mussolini embarked on this ill-fated war 
in June 1940, there was a universal 
current of hostility against him in Italy. 
All those who were in Italy in June 
1940 and have since come away, agree 
that the days of the collapse of France 
and Italy’s entrance into the war were 
days of national mourning in Italy. In 
street cars, cafés, and trains, everyone 
was silent. The Italian people, generally 
expansive and talkative, could find no 
means other than gloomy silence with 
which to protest against the policies of 
the dictator. The British Ministry of 
Information should have taken advan- 
tage of such a situation and driven a 
wedge between the Fascist regime on the 
one hand and the Italian soldiers and 
people on the other. It should have told 
them that there was no sense in their 
laying down their lives in the service of 
a criminal and blundering dictator; that 
by refusing to fight in a dishonest and 
badly prepared for war under the leader- 
ship of jackasses, they were giving evi- 
dence of common sense and foresight; 
that they would show even greater com- 
mon sense and foresight by revolting 
against their military chiefs, making 
short work of them and marching on 
Rome to do away with the dictator and 
his associates. Instead of this, the Bri- 
tish Ministry of Information laughed 
at the cowardice of the Italians. 


Mussolini has seized upon this blunder 
and used it to his own advantage. He 
has succeeded in stirring up anger, 
hatred and an urge for revenge among 
officers of the Italian Navy, which is not 
as inefficient as our Colonel Blimps be- 
lieve, and in the Air Force which during 
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the last eighteen months has been re- 
organized and re-equipped under Ger- 
man leadership. 

While there has never been any chance 
of successful upheavals among the civil- 
ian population in Italy, there was bitter 
discontent in the army, navy and air 
force, as a result of graft and misman- 
agement on the part of the military 
chiefs. This field for political warfare 
might have yielded portentous fruits 
had it been intelligently handled. The 
navy would have offered a ground par- 
ticularly suited. Friendship and admira- 
tion for Britain was a traditional senti- 
ment of it. Moreover, it had never fallen 
under Nazi control, and possessed a 
greater amount of autonomy than the 
army and the air force. But the eagles 
of the British Ministry of Information 


made a special point of making the Navy 


the butt of their jokes and slander. 

The London Evening Standard, No- 
vember 12, 1942, gave from Montreal, 
Canada, a Canadian pilot’s experiences 
in, Malta: 

The Italians come in fairly low, but the 
Nazis always arrive flying pretty high and 
go in for hit-and-run tactics. The Italians 
always stay longer and seem to have more 
all-round courage. 

The correspondent added that the 
pilot “‘surprised interviewers by rating 
Italian fliers who attacked Malta above 
the Germans, both for courage and 
skill.” Quite natural. Had not the 
British Ministry of Information filled 
the world with stories of Italian coward- 
ice? 

An Englishman who has a thorough 
knowledge of Italian history and mental- 
ity has written as follows: 

Italy as a nation has never been ridicu- 
lous. The history of the Italian people 
has been one long tragedy, not least the 
tragedy of being called “pleasure-loving” 
by supercilious English people. The truth 
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is that the history of Europe is far more 
vivid, and has been far more vital, to Ital- 
ians than to other peoples, precisely be- 
cause European history is peculiarly the 
history of Italy. It is Italians, more than 
any other people, who have suffered from 
the faults and ambitions not only of their 
cwn compatriots, but in a much larger de- 
gree from those of foreigners. The Fascist 
urge of self-assertiveness is not to be 
patronizingly brushed aside as “faintly 
ridiculous.” It is an explosion of a repres- 
sion. It is the expression of a feeling of in- 
justice. It is the psychological reaction to 
the conviction that Italy has for too long 
been marked out for spoliation by the for- 
eigner. Fascism is the exaggerated expres- 
sion of that sentiment. That is why Fas- 
cism has turned despoiler. Such a revulsion 
produces distortion, but the distortion is a 
grim one. It may still prove a tragedy for 
the rest of the world, as well as for Italy. 
(Hambloch, Italy Militant, pp. 246-47) 

The writer of the above, being intelli- 
gent and well-informed, will never be 
consulted or employed by the British 
Ministry of Information. 

Our State Department has, up to the 
present, followed the lead of the British 
Ministry of Information. If, in the 
United States some thousand Italians 
were allowed to organize and take part 
' in military operations on Italian soil, this 
fact would carry many political implica- 
tions. The leader of such a legion in 
the United States is at hand: Randolfo 
Pacciardi who, during the Spanish Civil 
war, led the Garibaldi Battalion in the 
anti-Fascist International Brigade. Un- 
fortunately, Franco, Pétain, Darlan, 
“Otto of Austria” and the Italian Fas- 
cist higher-ups are the people which our 
administration takes into account, and 
not a man like Pacciardi. 

To be sure there is little raw material 
in the United States either for ‘Otto 
of Austria” or for Pacciardi. Only 
young people born in Europe who have 
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not yet become American citizens, 
would be eligible for military service 
under European national flags. But they 
are very few. In 1924, immigration to 
the United States and Canada from 
Europe was almost completely stopped. 
Those few young people who are not 
American citizens, would hardly form 
an Italian or an “Austrian” platoon. 
“Otto of Austria” has gathered no more 
than twenty-nine warriors and Pacciardi 
would gather at the most two hundred. 
Yet those few young men might be 
gathered together with American citizens 
of Italian descent and a leader like 
Pacciardi, and might form some kind of 
military unit which, under the American 
flag and discipline, might be entrusted 
with some tasks of military nature in 
Italy. Here again we are confronted 
with the fact that not men like Pacciardi, 
but men like Franco, Pétain, and ‘‘Otto 
of Austria” are the pets of the Ametican 
administration. European refugees who 
want'to fight against Nazism and Fas- 
cism, are only allowed to merge into the 
American Army like drops of water in 
an ocean. The only drop of water that 
is kept in reserve for post-war Europe 
bears the name of “Otto of Austria.” 
Knowing that a revolution cannot 
break out in Italy today, and yet de- 
manding a revolution so as to be able to 
indict the Italians who do not deliver 
the required revolution—and then dis- 
counting and discouraging any revolu- 
tion as a result of Nazi and Fascist 
breakdown — and then clamoring for 
leaders who either cannot come to the 
fore now or could only be picked up 
from among the members of the royal 
family and Fascist chieftains—and then 
planning eighteenth century dismember- 
ments—and then opposing any work of 
military organization and democratic 
re-education among Italian war prisoners 
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—and then spreading methodical scorn 
of Italian cowardice—everything hangs 
- together. There is method in this 
stupidity. 

Unfortunately, it is not the wise men 
of London and Washington who pay for 
this stupidity. It is British and Ameri- 
can youth. 

There are in England people who 
have begun to realize the evil conse- 
quences attendant upon these blunders. 
In the London Daily Mail of October 
27, 1943, one reads: 

Ridicule a man and you make him an 
enemy. So it is with a nation. Surely, the 
Italians ran away at Caporetto, but they 
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also stood firm on the Piave before the Al- 
lies came to their aid. Most armies retreat 
some time or other. No, while the R. A. F. 
brings home to Italians in Italy the destruc- 
tive side of modern war and the Eighth 
Army batters their sons in Africa, it is im- 
portant to reconsider our psychological ap- 
proach to the Italian people. Italy is giving 
and has given Germany great help in this 
war. On her account large British naval 
forces have been required elsewhere. She 
has forced and has given Rommel a supply 
line to Africa and thus forced us to keep 
large forces in Africa for the defense of 
Egypt and the Suez. 

It is to be hoped that in this country 
also somebody will begin to understand. 


PAPAL COLLABORATION WITH HITLER 


By HENRY WALTER BRANN 


—"Considerable Roman Catholic missionary activity in 
the Nazi-occupied areas of south Russia is reported 
by the Church newspaper, L’Italia, of Milan.” 

From the New York Post and Chicago Daily News, end of July, 1942. 


S OME TIME after Hitler’s somewhat 

belated summer offensive in Russia, 
1942, a strange event took place in the 
Nazi-occupied areas of the U.S.S.R. It 
passed nearly unobserved in the entire 
world. Catholic missionaries arrived 
in throngs in the tormented country in 
order to make a spiritual crusade among 
people who had never embraced the 
Roman Catholic faith but had earlier ties 
with the Greek Orthodox Church. 

How could such a thing happen? Are 
we not told every day of the heroic 
fight high German priests are launching 
against the anti-religious and inhumane 
atrocities of the Nazi gang? Do we not 
sincerely admire the unflinching courage 


of the Berlin Bishop Conrad Preysing 
who never ceases to denounce Hitler’s 
rough paganism and nefarious barbarity? 
Indeed, something must be wrong in the 
general conception of implacable Nazi- 
Catholic antagonism if so many digni- 
taries of the Roman Church are willing 
and allowed to work under the protec- 
tion of the swastika. 

The unbiased facts speak their own 
language. Ever since the head of the 
Orthodox Church of Russia had placed 
himself unconditionally behind the 
Soviet government loyally praying for 
the good health of Stalin and for the 
victory of the just cause over the Nazi 
invaders, the Vatican grew nervous. It 
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may sound paradoxical but it is true 
nonetheless: the Holy See even though 
struggling against the spread of atheism 
in the first years of the Bolshevist era 
was not so much displeased at the anni- 
hilation of the Orthodox Church’s 
powerful position in the large Russian 
area. For the old dream of the reunion 
of the Roman and Greek churches under 
the sceptre of the Pope in Rome seemed 
to have come nearer to realization by 
that fact. The weaker the Orthodox 
Church was the easier its patriarchs 
could be won over for this plan. But 
now everything is changed. The excel- 
lent relations prevailing between the 
Orthodox Church and the Soviet State 
have considerably strengthened the 
whole condition of the old religious 
body in Russia as Stalin has made im- 
portant concessions to the patriarch. On 
the other hand, the frequent reverses 
the Orthodox Church underwent during 
the last twenty-five years have had a 
revolutionary effect freeing it both ma- 
terially and ideologically from its capital- 
istic and feudal links and rejuvenating 
it under a social form akin to that of 
the earlier Christians. 
Pius XII watching this situation with 
a sorrowful eye sent for the leaders of 
that old organization which since its 
very foundation has been propagating 
Catholicism all over the world, the 
Company of Jesus, the original coiners 
of the term, ‘“‘propaganda.” One of their 
most influential chiefs, the Cardinal 
Lavritrano of Palermo, was charged to 
preside over a special group which for 
the past few years has been striving 
towards a union between the Roman and 
Orthodox churches. This man recognized 
at once that the regeneration of the 
religious spirit in Soviet Russia would 
further only the Orthodox Church and 
render all his own efforts void and sense- 
less. Therefore he was resolved to 
counterbalance this development at any 
price. Thus since the Orthodox Church 
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was and still is with the Soviets, Mon- 
signor Lavritrano got in touch with the 
Nazi military authorities in order to 
obtain the .permission to propagate 
Roman Catholicism in south Russia. The 
Hitler government realizing the great 
propagandistic value of this new alli- 
ance with the Roman church on the one 
hand and the general confusion result- 
ing from it on the other was delighted 
to give its consent. Especially Goebbels 
beamed at the brilliant stroke of his old 
Jesuitic masters. What harm could it do 
to the Nazis that the Catholic priests 
would try to proselytize the enslaved 
population of, southern Russia as long 
as they were silenced in Germany? 
Hence the rush of Catholic mission- 
aries into the Nazi-occupied areas of the 
Ukraine and the Caucasus which has 
been stopped only temporarily by the 
recent victories of the Russian army. 
But the immediate consequence must be 
an undescribable moral chaos more af- 
fecting the acting priests’ conscience 
than the expected proselytes’ mind. No- 
where has the horrible face of Nazi 
penetration shown up as clearly as in 
southern Russia. Just here Hitler’s 
hordes have been committing their most 
unscrupulous crimes because of the com- 
plete lack of any foreign or neutral 
observation. They have been mercilessly 
killing hundreds of thousands of Jewish 
men, women, and children, and impos- 
ing slave labor upon the other parts of 
the Russian population. The only ob- 
servers have been Catholic priests who 
both in France and in Germany did not 
hesitate to voice horrified indignation 
at the unhampered violence of the Nazi 
fury. Could they dare to express the 
same feeling to those German authori- 
ties to whom they owe the opportunity 
to carry on their missionary work? Could 
they dare to denounce their direct bene- 
factors’ barbarism to their flock? What 
a picture to see God’s servants fleeing 
alongside the high Nazi officers who, 
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once forced to retreat, have just burned 
and furiously destroyed entire villages, 
towns, and cities along with their living 
and dead inventory! 

As a matter of fact, nothing but the 
successes of the Red Army have ham- 
pered the full development of Cardinal 
Lavritrano’s crusade. Pius XII impressed 
by the splendid victories of the Russian 
troops is now ready to receive a Soviet 
mission at the Vatican. Of course, if any 
agreement between the curia and the 
Soviet government is effected the Pope 
may immediately take away his mission- 
aries from the Nazi-occupied areas of 
Russia. For in that case there might 
perhaps be the prospect of fighting the 
Orthodox Church’s competition on regu- 
lar Soviet soil. 

Those who might be surprised at the 
Vatican’s large indulgence with the Nazi 
criminals have to be reminded of the 
shameful fact that the notorious con- 
cordat the Holy See concluded with 
Hitler in 1934 practically inaugurated 
the recognition of the Nazi government 
by the entire civilized world. Heinz Pol 
has written this story in THE PROTEs- 
TANT recently. 

But the entire truth about the con- 
tacts between the curia and the Nazis 
is still worse. The present Pope, in his 
capacity as a papal nuncio in Berlin, in 
spite of his ‘democratic’ reputation, 
actually helped Hitler’s advent. Mon- 
signor Pacelli was for a long time a 
leading spirit of the Weimar Republic. 
From 1924 to 1930 he decidedly in- 
fluenced the policy of all Reich cabi- 
nets. Gustav Stresemann took his best 
clues from the papal nuncia. At that 
time Pacelli backed German Democracy 
against her enemies from inside and out- 
side. Indeed, the Vatican played the first 
part in Germany’s politics through the 
Catholic Center Party which sat in every 
government of the Weimar Republic 
from 1919 to 1933, Very often the 
Chancellor of the Reich was a member 
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of the Center Party. This party was 
one of the most curious political organ- 
izations being split in a leftist, moderate, 
and rightist wing. The leftist wing em- 
braced a considerable number of sincere 
democrats who had the best strings with 
both the Social Democrats and the 


‘Trade-Unions; the moderate Centrists 


sided with the national-liberal bour- 
geoisie, and the right wing with Hugen- 
berg’s nationalists and anti-democratic 
monarchists. Among the latter the pro- 
Fascist industrialists of the Rhineland 
played an important rdle. The sinister 
Franz von Papen also was a member of 
the Catholic Center Party and one of 
its leading deputies in the Prussian Diet. 
He was furthermore the principal owner 
of the Germania, the leading party 
newspaper in Berlin, and as such machi- 
avellistic enough to have the paper make 


a republican-democratic policy up to the 


very moment when he became Chan- 
cellor of a nationalist government in 
June, 1932. 

The nuncio Pacelli backed the 
Weimar Republic as long as she was 
strong enough to concede to the Ger- 
man Catholics such positions as they 
never could occupy in the era of Wil- 
helm; they won a great influence es- 
pecially in the educational field. But 
when the pendulum swung to the right 
he ordered the Center Party gradually to 
give up its democratic leanings and 
finally had the moderate rightist, Mon- 
signor Kaas, chosen for president. As 
early as 1929 the future Pope recognized 
that Germany was on the verge of revo- 
lutionary events and obliged even the 
ancient Chancellor Dr. Wirth, once a 
leftist fighter for Republic and Democ- 
racy, to denounce the “‘trouble-makers 
of the left’—language unheard of in 
the mouth of the man who after Rath- | 
enau’s assassination seven years ago had 
coined the incentive formula: ‘The 
enemy is to be found with the rightists!” 
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After the first great electoral success 
of the Nazis by September, 1930, Pacelli 
suggested that the Center Party im- 
mediately get in touch with Hitler in 
order to pave the way for a future coali- 
tion government with the people of the 
swastika. Those parleys were never 
broken up and deepened with every new 
Nazi success. By 1931 Chancellor 
Bruening was trying to come to terms 
for cooperation with the Hitler Party. 
By the end of November, 1932, some 
weeks after the Nazis had suffered a 
considerable reverse, a definite list of a 
Center Party—National Socialist gov- 
ernment was at hand; both Prelate Kaas 
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and Hitler were ready to enter such a 
cabinet. Its failure was owing only to 
the interference of Goebbels and Goer- 
ing at the very last minute. 

Pacelli had in the meantime become 
Cardinal-Secretary of State to Pius XI. 
When Hitler was appointed Chancellor, 
the people around Hindenburg knew 
that the Center Party was ready to adopt 
an attitude of “benevolent expectation.” 
A little later Kaas went to Rome and 
received Pacelli’s instruction not to op- 
pose the- Hitler government even if it 
would claim the dissolution of the 
Center Party. 


BLACK CHRIST 


By J. S. WALLACE 


Christ hanging from a crucifix 


A Negro from a limb 
Who can tell the difference 
When the light is dim? 


When it’s bright, of course, you see 
A crucifix 1s not a tree. 


FLIGHT TO ATHEISM 
A Sermon by PAUL TILLICH 


... The flight to atheism is a genuine element in every profound 
religion. And only on this basis veligion has meaning and power. 


XN: HERE COULD I go from Thy 
Spirit, where could I flee from 
thy face?” These words are the center of 
the great 139th psalm. They state in the 
form of a question the inescapable pres- 
ence of God. Let us meditate about this 
statement and the powerful pictures in 
which the psalmist tries to express it. 
God is inescapable, he is God only be- 
cause he is inescapable and that alone 
is God which is inescapable. 

There is no place besides God to 
which we could flee from him: “If I 
ascend to the heavens thou art there.” 
It seems to be very natural that God is 
in heaven and very unnatural to ascend 
to heaven in order to escape him. But 
that is just what all idealists have tried 
and still are trying: They want to jump 
into a heaven of perfection, of truth, 
of justice, of peace in which God is not 
wanted. It is a heaven of man’s making, 
without the driving restlessness of the 
Divine Spirit and without the judging 
presence of the Divine face. But such a 
place is a “no-place’’ it is ‘‘utopia,” 
idealistic deception. “If I make Sheol 
my bed, thou art there.” It seems that 
Sheol, the habitation of the dead is the 
right place to flee from God. And that 
is what all those try who are longing for 
death in order to escape the Divine de- 
mand. I am convinced that nobody is 
amongst us who never wanted to be 
liberated from the burden of his exist- 
ence by stepping out of it. And I 
know that there are some amongst us 
for whom this longing is a daily tempta- 
tion. But everybody knows in the depth 


of his heart, that death is not an escape 
from the inner demand which is upon 
us. “If I take up the wings of the dawn 
and dwell at the verge of the sea even 
there thy hand would fall on me and thy 
right hand would grasp me.” Flying to 
the ends of the earth is no escape from 
God. This is a way in which our tech- 
nical civilization tries to be liberated 
from a center of life and meaning. Go- 
ing ahead and ahead, as quickly as the 
beams before sunrise, conquering more 
space in every direction up to the very 
end of human possibilities, always ac- 
tive, always planning, always forerun- 
ning—this is the modern way of fleeing 
from God. But God’s hand falls upon 
us, it has fallen heavily and destructive- 
ly on our fleeing civilization; the flight 
was in vain. “If I say darkness shall 
cover me, night shall hide me all 
around, yet darkness is not dark to thee, 
the night is as bright as the day.” Flee- 
ing into darkness or forgetting God is 
no escape from him. For a time we may 
throw him out of our consciousness, re- 
ject him, refute him, argue very con- 
vincingly for his non-existence, live 
very comfortably without him. But sud- 
denly we notice that it was not he whom 
we have rejected and forgotten but 
some distorted picture of him; that 
while we argued against him he it was 
who gave us the impulse to our attack 
on him, There is no escape from God 
by forgetting him. “Where could I go 
from thy Spirit, where could I flee from 
thy face?” 
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The poet who has written these 
words and has described the futile at- 
tempts of man to escape God, certainly 
knows that man wishes to flee from 
God. He is not alone in his experience. 
Men of all kinds, prophets and re- 
formers, saints and atheists, believers 
and unbelievers have had the same ex- 
perience. It is safe'to say that a man 
who never has tried to escape God 
never has experienced God, namely that 
God who is really God. I do not speak 
of the many gods of our own making 
with whom to live is rather comfortable. 
There is no reason to flee from God, 
who is the perfect picture of everything 
that is good in man. 

Why try to escape from such a far 
removed ideal? — There is no reason to 
flee from a God who is only another 
name for the universe, for the laws of 
nature or the course of history. Why 
try to escape from the reality of which 
we are a part? — There is no reason to 
flee from a God who is nothing more 
than a benevolent father, guaranteeing 
our immortality and final happiness. 
Why try to escape from somebody who 
serves us as well as that? — But all this 
is not God, it is man making a God in 
his image and for his comfort. It is a 
product of imagination and wishful 
thinking and rightly denied by every 
honest atheist. A God whom we easily 
can stand, a God before whom we do 
not try to hide ourselves, a God whom 


we do not hate in certain moments, of - 


whom we do not want that he be not— 
such a God has no reality. 

The famous atheist and ardent 
enemy of Christianity and religion, 
Friedrich Nietzsche, knew more about 
the power of the idea of God than 
many faithful Christians. He tells the 
symbolic story of the ‘Ugliest Man” 
who is the murderer of God. When 
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Zarathustra, the prophet of a higher 
humanity meets the ‘Ugliest Man’’ he 
says to him: “You could not stand him 
who saw you, who always saw you, 
through and through—you took revenge 
on the witness—you are the murderer 
of God.” And the “Ugliest Man” 
agrees with Zarathustra and answers, 
‘‘He had to die! He looked with eyes 
that saw everything, he looked into 
man’s ground and depths, into his hid- 
den shame and ugliness— The God 
who saw everything, also man, this God 
had to die. Man cannot stand that such 
a witness live.” 


Are we able to stand the witness? 
The psalmist says: ‘“Thou hast searched 
me and knowest me, O Lord.” Who 
can stand to be known thoroughly even 
in the darkest corners of his soul? Who 
does not want to escape from such wit- 
ness and to become a denier of God in 
practice and theory, an atheist?—“Thou 
knowest when I sit down and when I 
stand up— Walking or resting, I am 
measured by Thee and all my ways lie 
cpen to Thee.”” He who knows what 
we are and he knows what we do. Who 
would not hate the companion who is 
always present on every way where he 
walks, on every place where he rests? 
Who would not want to break through 
the prison of such a perpetual compan- 
ionship? ‘“Thou discernest my thought 
from afar—-for there is not a word on 
my tongue, but Lord, thou knowest it 
all.””. The Divine presence is spiritual, 
it penetrates into the innermost part of 
our own spirit. Our whole internal life, 
our thoughts, feelings, wishes, imagina- 
tions are known to him. The last place 
of escape is held by God, the most inti- 
mate of all places. This is harder to 
accept than anything else. Human re- 
sistance against this observer is almost 
insuperable. Every psychiatrist and con- 
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fessor knows the tremendous force of 
. resistance in each man against even a 
small amount of self-revelation. No- 
body wants to be known even when he 
realizes that his health and his salvation 
depend on it. Moreover we do not 
want to be known by ourselves. We 
want to hide the depths of our soul be- 
fore our own eyes. We refuse even to 
be our own witness. 
stand the mirror in which nothing is 
hidden? 

Is the “Ugliest Man” right? He who 
is the symbol of the ugliness in each of 
us and the symbol of our own will to 
have a reservation which is hidden be- 
fore God and man and ourselves? It 
seems that he is right when we consider 
the support he receives from saints, 
theologians, reformers. Martin Luther 
was as much as our psalmist grasped by 
the penetrating presence of God. He 
says that God is in every creature deeper, 
more internal, more present than the 
creature is to itself, that God embraces 
all things and is within them. But this 
most intimate presence of God creates in 
Luther the same fooling it has created 
in Nietzsche: He wants that God be 
not God. “I did not love but I hated 
the just God—and was indignant about 
him, if not in a silent blasphemy so in 
a wicked revolt.” Following the great 
master of religious self-observation, 
Saint Bernhard, he says: “We cannot 
love God and, therefore, we cannot 
want that he exists. For we do not want 
him to be most wise—and most power- 
ful.”” Luther was terribly shocked when 
he observed within himself this feeling 
of hate against God. He could not use 
the shrewd escape of his theological 
teachers who recommended, not to 
think always of the searching presence 
of God thus avoiding the blasphemy of 
hating God. Luther knew that this es- 
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cape is cut as the psalmist knew when 
he said ‘‘Thou art on every side behind 
me and before, laying thy hand on me.” 
Before and behind and on every side: 
There is no way out. 

We are at the roots of a tremendous 
human experience. The pious man of 
the Old Testament, the mystical saint 
of the middle ages, the reformer of the 
Christian church and the prophet of 
atheism are united in this experience: 
Man cannot stand the God who is really 
God. Man tries to escape God and 
hates him since he cannot escape him. 
The protest against God, the will that 
there is no God, the flight to atheism is 
a genuine element in every profound 
religion. And only on this basis religion 
has meaning and power. 


Christian theology and religious in- 
struction speak of the Divine omnis- 
cience, the doctrine that God knows 
everything, and of the Divine omni- 
presence, the doctrine that God is every- 
where. It is hard to avoid such con- 
cepts in religious thought and educa- 
tion. But they are at least as dangerous 
as they are useful. They make God a 
thing with superhuman qualities. They 
make him omnipresent like an electrical 
powerfield and omniscient like a super- 
human brain. Concepts like Divine 
omniscience and omnipresence trans- 
form a tremendous religious experience 
into a detached philosophical statement, 
which can be accepted and rejected, 
defined, redefined and replaced. In 
doing so, in making God an object be- 
side other objects the existence and na- 
ture of which is a matter of arguing, 
theology supports the escape to atheism. 
It paves a way for those who are inter- 
ested in denying the threatening witness 
of their existence. The first step to 
atheism is always a theology which 
brings God down to the level of other 
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debatable things. If this is done, the 
atheist has an easy game. He is per- 
fectly justified in destroying such a 
phantom and its ghostly qualities. And 
since the theoretical atheist is right in 
this, the practical atheists, namely all of 
us, are willing to use his argument in 
our attempt to flee from God. 

Therefore let us forget these concepts 
and let us try to find their genuine 
meaning in our own experience. We all 
know that we cannot separate ourselves 
in any moment from the world to which 
we belong. There is no ultimate privacy, 
no final isolation. We are always held 
and comprehended by something which 
is greater than we are, which has a 
claim on us, to which we have to re- 
spond. The most intimate motions in 
the depths of our souls are not com- 
pletely our own; they belong also to our 
friends, to mankind, to the universe, 
to the ground of all being, to the aim of 
all life. Nothing is ultimately hidden. 
It is reflected in a mirror in which 
nothing is concealed. Does anybody 
doubt that his most secret thoughts and 
wishes are manifest in the whole of 
being, that everything which happens 
in the darkness of his unconscious or 
in the isolation of his consciousness, has 
eternal repercussions? Does anybody 
believe that he can escape from the re- 
sponsibility for what he has done and 
thought, in secret? Your mystery is 
manifest, this is what omniscience 
meant; your privacy is public, this is 
what omnipresence meant. The center 
of your being is included in the center 
of all being and the center of all life 
is in the center of your life. 

I do not think that any serious man 
can deny this experience, however dif- 
ferently he likes to express it. But if 
man has this experience he also has the 
experience that something in him tries 
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to escape the consequences of it. He is 
not equal to his own experience; no- 
body is equal to it. Everybody tries to 
forget it, and nobody can forget it. 

Is there a solution to this tension? Is 
there a possibility to overcome the hate 
against God, the will that there is no 
God and that we are not men? Is there 
a way of conquering the shame before 
the perpetual witness and the despair of 
our inescapable responsibility? 

Nietsche gives a solution which shows 
the utter impossibility of atheism: The 
“Ugliest Man” who has killed God sub- 
jects himself to Zarathusthra who has 
recognized him and has looked into his 
depth with Divine understanding. The 
murderer of God finds God in the man, 
he did not succeed in killing God. God 
is revived in Zarathustra and in the new 
period of history announced by Zara- 
thustra. God is always revived in some- 
body or something; he cannot be mur- 
dered: This is the story of every 
atheism. 

The psalmist gives another solution: 
“I praise thee for the awful wonder of 
my birth; thy work is wonderful. For 
thou did so form my being, didst weave 
me in my mother’s womb. My bones 
were not hidden from thee when I was 
made in secret and molded in the lowest 
parts of the earth.” Using the old 
mythological idea that men are formed 
in the abyss: below the earth, he points 
to the mystery of creation; not to crea- 
tion in general, but to the creation of 
himself. The God from whom he can- 
not flee is the creative ground of his 
being. And this being; his nature, his 


‘body and his soul, is a work of infinite 


wisdom, wonderful and awful at the 
same time. The admiration of the Di- 
vine wisdom overcomes the horror of 
the Divine presence: It is the friendly 
presence of an infinite creative wisdom. 
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In this mood the psalm is written, this 
_ mood goes through the whole old Testa- 
ment. It is the mood I once experienced 
in a great biologist who said to me 
after a conversation about the will to 
death in every life: ‘Don’t forget that 
life is also friendly.” There is grace in 
life; otherwise we could not live. The 
eyes of the witness which we cannot 
stand, are also the eyes of infinite wis- 
dom and supporting benevolence. The 
center of being in which our center is 
included is the source of the gracious 
beauty we meet again and again in stars 
and mountains, in flowers and animals, 
in children and mature personalities. 
And even more: The psalmist does not 
look at the creative ground of his being 
alone, he also looks at the creative des- 
tiny of his life: ‘Thine eyes saw the 
sum total of my days and in thy book 
were all written; they were counted be- 
fore I came to existence.” Another. old 
mythical symbol is used by the psalmist: 
The writing of the earthly events in the 
heavenly book. In this way is poeti- 
cally expressed what we today call the 
belief that our life has an ultimate 
meaning. Our days are written and 
counted; they are not by mere accident. 
He who looks at us most intimately 
sees us in a vision of the whole of life. 
We belong to this whole, we have our 
place in it, our irreplacable importance. 
We have an ultimate destiny! And 
whenever we feel that we have an ulti- 
mate destiny, however small it may ap- 
pear we are aware of God, namely the 
ground and center of all meaning. And 
we can follow the psalmist when he 
says in admiring meditation: “How 
mysterious are thy thoughts to me, O 
God, how great the sum of them; were 
I to count them—they would outnum- 
ber the sands! Were I to come to the 
end of them, my life-span must be like 
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thine.” This is the solution of the 
psalmist: The meditation of the infinite 
mysteries of life, of its ground and 
meaning, conquer the horror of the all- 
reflecting mirror, of the never sleeping 
witness. 

But suddenly, on the height of his 
meditation the psalmist turns away from 
God. He remembers that there is a dark 
element in this picture, enmity against 
God, wickedness and bloody deeds. And 
since this does not fit his vision he asks 
God to eradicate them. Like a thunder- 
storm from a blue sky he breaks out: 
“If thou wouldst but slay the wicked, 
O God, and the men of blood would 
depart from me, who oppose thee in 
their thoughts, who utter thy name 
while they commite a crime! Should I 
not hate them that hate thee, O Lord? 
And should I not despise them that 
despise thee? With the deadliest hatred 
I hate them; they are my own enemies.” 
Those words are very disturbing for 
everybody who thinks that the problem 
of life can be solved by meditation and 
religious elevation. They have another 
sound than the previous words: Praise 
is changed into curse, the trembling of 
the heart about the all observing God 
is replaced by the wrath about men. 
And in this he makes himself equal to 
the God from whom he wanted to flee 
into darkness: God hates whom he 
hates, God’s enemies are his enemies. 
The infinite distance between God’s 
thoughts and his thoughts of which he 
had spoken in the same minute, is for- 
gotten. Religious fanaticism appears; 
that fanaticism which has produced the 
arrogance of the churches, the cruelty 
of the moralists, the inflexibility of the 
orthodoxies. It is the sin of religion 
which appears here in the midst of the 
greatest psalms. It is the sin which has 
distorted the history of the Church and 
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the picture of Christianity, and which 
has not been fully avoided even by Paul 
and John. We whose religious exper- 
ience is poor and whose feeling of God 
is weak, should not judge those whose 
life was burned by the fire of the Divine 
presence and who were ardent to spread 
ence and who were ardent to spread 
this fire all over the world. But even 
so: It is the sin of religion and it con- 
tradicts the spirit of him who forbids 
his disciples again and again to hate his 
enemies as the enemies of God. 

A new turn of feeling and thought 
brings the psalmist back to the begin- 
ning. He obviously feels that something 
may be wrong in the way he has just 
spoken. He does not know what it is, 
but he is certain that God knows it. 
And so he concludes with one of the 
great prayers of all times: “Search me, 
O God, and know my heart. Try me 
and know my thoughts. And see if 
there be any false way in me and lead 
me the perfect way.’’ Now he asks God 
to do, what according to the first words 
of the psalm God does anyhow, to 
search him and to know him. He has 
overcome the wavering between the will 
to flee from God and the elevation to 
equality with God. He has found the 
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final solution: The presence of the wit- 
ness, the presence of the center of all 
life within the center of his life implies 
both, the radical attack on his existence 
and the ultimate meaning of his exist- 
ence. We are known in a depth of 
darkness into which not even we our- 
selves dare to look. And, at the same 
time, we are in a height of fulfillment 
which surpasses our highest vision. This 
infinite tension is the air in which re- 
ligion lives. It was the way in which 
Luther conquered his hate of God when 
he discovered in Christ the crucified, 
the perfect symbol of this our situation. 
It is the tension in which the modern 
man lives, although he has often lost 
any approach to traditional religion. 
This is the ultimate judgment about 
a human being, whether he has reached 
and can stand this tension! It is harder, 
more horrible and more imposing than 
anything else in the world. And it is, 
at the same time, the only thing which 
can give ultimate meaning, joy and free- 
dom to our lives. Each of us is called 
to this state. May each of us have the 
strength and courage to stand this voca- 
tion, the vocation to which we are called 
as men! 


Noncomformism must stand for revelation, 
revolution eternal, or it becomes worse than the 
authoritarian cults which at least have the trap- 
pings of death, not a naked corpse. Noncom- 
forism must be a constant and evangelical 
utterance of new affirmation, eternal truths 
presented as aids to life and not as inducement 


to the embalmer. 


—JOHN A. LzE, D.C.M. 
Member of Parliament, 
New Zealand 
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"“FRANCO—'FAVORITE SON' OF POPE" 
APPEASEMENT’S CHILD by Thomas ]. Hamilton. Alfred A. Knopf, 330 pages, $3. 


Ap peasement’s Child, by Thomas J. 
Hamilton, is must reading for anyone 
who would understand the Spanish re- 
gime of today or its relationship to the 
problem of world war and peace. He 
makes us see how that relationship is 
bitterly, fiercely anti-democratic. The 
Spanish regime under Franco has, since 
its inception, been the sworn enemy of 
all that is liberal. Its fortunes are in- 
extricably tied up with those of the 
Axis. Perhaps the main reason it has not 
been openly at war with this country 
and our Allies for a year or two past 
is the complete incompetence of its 
opera bouffe rulers and generals, up and 
down the line, beginning with Franco. 
As in the Spanish Civil War when the 
people of Barcelona and Valencia and 
Madrid simply went out and cleaned 
up these military men with staves, they 
are still incapable of carrying on a war 
by reliance on their own resources and 
strength. In the Spanish Civil War they 
were beaten from the start—until Hitler 
and Mussolini sent in their forces and 
war machines to bolster them up. It 
would be so again. Hitler at the right 
moment will simply give his orders— 
not only to Franco, but to his own men 
who are already on the ground waiting 
for the word. 

Of course if things go too badly for 
Hitler, Franco may find it to his ad- 
vantage to try playing the winning horse 
—in order to use it for his own ends. 
Spanish politicians and generals may be 
about as bad as they come—Mr. Hamil- 
ton gives ample evidence of that and I 
have seen it myself. But they are past 
masters in that Oriental art of intrigue, 


deception, cunning, dark underground 
manoeuvers — in short of playing for 
simpletons the unwary and too-trusting 
persons with whom they are dealing to 
serve their own ends. All this Jesuitism 
is indigenous to Spain—Spain was the 
cradle of Jesuitism incubated in a Span- 
ish general’s head. Really to under- 
stand Jesuitism one must live observ- 
ingly in Spain for a few years. Span- 
iards have a saying, ‘‘As simple-minded 
as an Englishman,’’—by which they also 
mean Americans. If Franco Spain there- 
fore decides to attempt playing the Allies 
as the “winning horse,” it will do so 
because its chiefs will have decided that 
they can profit by our simple minded- 
ness once more. 

Have not simple-minded men hold- 
ing positions of power in the democratic 
governments already once advanced the 
interests of democracy’s enemies in the 
matter of Spain? And have we not even 
now, while Spanish leaders and press 
have been so outrageously insulting us, 
turned the other cheek by sending them 
oil and gasoline and many other good 
things? Our Ambassador Mr. Carltoa 
J. H. Hayes spilled the beans about all 
that in a recent speech in Barcelona. It 
is true, as reported in the New York 
Times on March 2, by the acting Secre- 
tary of State, Sumner Welles, that the 
most recent shipments of petroleum 
were “‘obtained from sources outside the 
United States and has been transported 
exclusively in Spanish tankers.’ Or is it 
true? For if it is true what are we to 
make of another statement by Mr. 
Welles, to Chairman Bloom of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, as 
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reported by the New York Times on 
March 13, that, in the phraseology of 
the news report, ‘Spain has been per- 
mitted to carry limited quantities of 
South American oil in American vessels 
through the blockade?” Is it any won- 
der, in view of all this, that the Spanish 
Fascists continue to play us for simple- 
tons as they did during the Spanish 
Civil War? 

Will we never learn what I and many 
another pointed out at that time, that 
you can’t do business with Fascists? 

Mr, Hamilton, in his excellent chap- 
ter on “Loving our enemies,’’ tries to 
point it out too, As he says: ‘Hitler's 
- efforts to divide us have been made so 
skillfully that it may be a long time be- 
fore we can see our own way, To guide 
us at first we need a case in which the 
issues are clear beyond all dispute and 
we have it in Franco Spain. For the 
policy that allowed Fascism to over- 
throw a friendly Republic is a chemi- 
cally pure demonstration of the sub- 
ordination of national interests to class 
prejudice...” 

(This last comment is reminiscent of 
the class prejudice that ostracized 
Thomas Jefferson from good society in 
Philadelphia when, as Secretary of State, 
he supported revolutionary France, He 
was branded a Jacobin—the smear word 
of that day, Today the supporters of 
Republican Spain are called Reds, ) 

But will we be guided? A certain so- 
called religious but more truly politi 
cal press, which seconded Hitler's ef- 
forts to divide us in that day, is at it 
again, abetted by clerical spokesmen, 
Proof of it is the denunciation being 
heaped, from that direction, on Mr, 
Hamilton for his forthright statements, 
just as honest-minded correspondents 
were denounced and villified for their 
statements of fact during the Spanish 
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Civil War, The spirit of the American 
prelate who proclaimed publicly, “I am 
praying for the victory of Franco” 
(praying for the victory of a consumate 
traitor and murderer and of a man who 
out-Heroded Herod in his butchery of 
children), is not dead. The terrible 
thing is that this sort of thing has in- 
fluenced the foreign policy of our gov- 
ernment—to our nation’s great harm, 
Those Americans who are laying down 
their lives in far places of the earth, and 
those at home who are sacrificing them- 
selves in so many ways, are paying for 
the cruelty and the insolence of it. 

If anyone desires further evidence of 
what a barbarous, bloody lot are these 
“leaders” of Spain, let him read further 
of this book which, after all doesn’t tell 
even one-tenth of that horrible story. 
Let him bear in mind also this news re- 
port which appeared in January in the 
London Daily Mirror, a popular news- 
paper of several millions circulation 
with no axe to grind: 


“FRANCO— FAVOURITE SON’ OF PoprgE”’ 


“General Franco is a favourite son of 
the Holy See and the most loved of all 
the heads of state, said a message to 
the Civil Governor of San Sebastian, of 
Monsignor Laururica, Bishop San Sebas- 
tian when blessing a new statue, Mon- 
signor Laururica said the Bishop of 
Vitoria heard the statement from the 
Pope's lips during a visit to the Vati- 
can,” 

There is indeed to everything a sea- 
son and a time—a time to weep and a 
time to laugh—-and a time to speak. 
The time to speak is at hand, And to 
call things by their names, 

Let us glance once more at Mr, Ham- 
ilton’s picture of this menace, to which 
he points an accusing finger again 
and again; “For anyone who desires a 
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clear statement of the crushing defeat 
that Spain represented for the democ- 
racies I can recommend no better source 
than the authoritative Revindaciones de 
Espana by José M. Areilza, a member 
of the Council of the Phalanx, as the 
Spanish Fascist party is called.” He then 
tells how it speaks of “the decadent and 
worm-eaten structure of the French and 
British Empires, which were stuffed 
with wealth, rotten in their moral fibre, 
unwilling to consent to an indispensable 
social adjustment, and shut up within 
frenetic egotism . . .” This book called 
the Spanish Civil War the “invisible 
war’ which made it easier for the 
“young and strong foreign policy of 
Germany to resolve meanwhile the 
problem of Austria and Czechoslovakia 
—indispensable prelude to the great 
historical rectification of the Versailles 
frontier.” 

There, you have a picture of the 
methodical policy of killing off democ- 
racy that was employed by the con- 
spiracy of the Fascist powers in Spain 
and which was abetted—whether or not 
wittingly—by all those forces that used 
their might and influence and strength 
in this country, in England, in France 
and elsewhere to procure the victory of 
Fascism in Spain. 

A few weeks before the outbreak of 
the Spanish Civil War I wrote an article 
on “Mass Movements in Spain,” for 
Foreign Affairs. It appeared in the 
issue of July, 1936. In that article I 
stated: 

“Can Spain, weather the storm? Can 
it ride through the revolutionary waves 
that from all sides beat upon it, coming 
to a safe harbor at last? ... 

“Spain is witnessing the spectacle of 
the participation of new social classes 
in political power. The inevitable con- 
sequences are conflicts and violences. 
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Long submerged multitudes are feeling 
their strength, are making an unaccus- 
tomed assertion of rights, are turning 
in violent protest against those whom 
they feel have so long deprived them 
of their rights. Sefor Azafia in a recent 
speech in the Cortes caught the spirit 
of protest when he said: “A society can- 
not found itself upon the cruel sacrifice 
of the masses for the benefit of privilege 
in order to raise pyramids which shall 
serve as the sepulchres of a demi-God, 
call it king or call it state.’”’ 

These words, foreshadowing the im- 
pending struggle, had scarcely been 
printed when the 1936 Spanish struggle 
erupted. Again in the days when the 
first flames of the holocaust were licking 
the skies, I wrote for the Fortnightly 
Review, of London, (September, 1936), 
an article wherein I said : 

“If the rebels are successful Spain 
will become an appendage of Mussolini 
and Hitler. Fascism will acquire three 
European fronts. France will be stran- 
gled .. . European History will take a 
new course... 

Well, all this has happened and more. 
Mr. Hamilton’s book bears it out to the 
full. Those who had power to stop it 
took no heed. And so long as we con- 
tinue to coddle Appeasement’s Child 
there will be no end to the story—un- 
less that end be the end of democracy. 


Mr. Hamilton’s book is valuable as 
that of an honest-minded journalist who 
leans over backward to be fair to those 
who do not know the meaning of fair- 
ness. He saw Fascist Spain from the in- 
side. From Spain he did not dare to 
write a word about that to his news- 
paper. So step by step Mr. Hamilton 
guides one through the ugly picture of 
Spain under Franco. Cruelty, cynicism, 
corruption, moral insolvency, ineptitude, 
poverty, starvation. These are some of 
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the “blessings” that have been bestowed 
upon Spain by its “saviors.” Spain has 
been drenched in blood, tears and filth. 
And its fine “Christian” caballeros are 
wallowing in it. 

Time and again we find that the 
essence of the new order in Spain is 
embodied in the Spanish Falange or 
Phalanx. One of its aims is Spanish 
hegemony in the Latin world. Another 
is the destruction of all that liberalism 
that informs democracy. To read these 
Spanish onslaughts on liberalism one 
would think he was reading or listen- 
ing to Fulton J. Sheen or excerpts from 
“The Church and Social Order” signed 
by a committee of American Catholic 
Bishops at Washington February 7, 
1940. Thus: “Our movement will in- 
corporate the Catholic spirit—of glo- 
_ tious tradition and predominate in Spain 
—in the national reconstruction .. .” 
The Phalange, or at least some of its 
leaders, did not see eye-to-eye with the 
Church in the matter of its political 
claims. But they were as one in their 
detestation of democracy and liberalism. 
Free Masons were required to recant 
and reveal their secrets and membership. 
The machinery of the inquisition—to 
crush liberalism — was set in motion 
again. (Mr. Hamilton does not quite 
use those words, but he lets us glimpse 
the machinery.) Church dignitaries are 
assigned to the most prominent places 
at all public functions. 

Turning to the political side, the 
Falange says for itself: “We have a 
will to Empire. We affirm that the full 
history of Spain implies an empire. We 
demand for Spain pre-eminent place in 
Europe. We will not put up with in- 
ternational isolation or with foreign in- 
terference. With regard to the Hispano- 

American countries we will aim at uni- 
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fication of culture, of economic interests 
and of Power.” 

Does this point to the resumption of 
that nefarious politique of Pope Pius IX 
which place Maximillian on a Mexican 
“throne,” so challenging America’s 
growing democracy, and so the restora- 
tion of Latin America to Spanish do- 
minion? 

Such a great effort has been made in 
this country to whitewash the Church 
vis-a-vis the Falange, that I will quote 
from an article sent out from Spain by 
the Rev. Manuel Grana, Spanish Cor- 
respondent of the National Catholic 
Welfare Conference News Service, and 
printed in the Catholic press under date- 
line of Madrid, February 15, 1942. It 
told that “the social teachings of the 
Church as contained in the encyclicals 
was the theme of the address made by 
the Most Rev. Leopoldo Etjo y Garay, 
Bishop of Madrid, at the termination 
of the recent instruction course to youth 
Front leaders.” He spoke of the “Chris- 
tian Spirit’’ which ought to animate the 
youth of the Falange. To quote from 
the article further: 

Before the founder of the Falange was 
born, Bishop Eijo said, Spanish Catholics 
had a complete doctrine on such matters— 
a doctrine taken from the teachings of the 
Church and one which José Antonio-Primo 
de Rivera, as a good Catholic, held to be 
fundamental to the political reform which 
he envisaged... 

“This,” Bishop Eijo declared, “is the es- 
sence of the movement. Falange would not 
have elevated you to the dignity of instruc- 
tors of Spanish youth unless you were 
found to be true Catholics.” When in con- 
fronting economic liberalism, you are ac- 
cused of attacking sacred human liberty, 
you will say in the words of José Antonio, 
“We regard the individual as a funda- 
mental unit because this is the thought of 
Spain where man has always been consid- 
ered as the bearer of eternal values. Man 
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must be free, but liberty exists only within 
' a determined order.” (Italics mine. The 
Nazis say the same thing. ) 

How reminiscent of the preachings of 
Fulton J. Sheen—for example: 

The church refuses to defend any social 
order which understands by liberty the right 
to do or think or say whatever you please 
without regard to the common good... All 
political liberties are socially conditioned. 
... It was precisely at this point that liber- 
alism was wrong in the eyes of the church— 
it ignored the necessary limitations of lib- 
erty, namely, the common good. (Italics 
mine. ) 

Or words like these from the same 
individual: 

“The old order of Liberal Individual- 
ishs dead, .¢, .” 

Those familiar with this kind of lit- 
erature, with the literature of Coughlin 
and Coughlinism, of papal encyclicals 
and pronouncements of the hierarchy, 
will recognize the expression, “the com- 
mon good,” as the countersign for what, 
as Sheen put it so neatly, “‘the necessary 
limitations of liberty.’’ Such limitations 
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of liberty as we have been witnessing in 
Spain. Archbishop Spellman in his 
broadcast from Algiers on March 14, 
invoked this same ‘common good.” 

It is interesting to note, by the way, 
that when Archbishop Spellman in that 
broadcast spoke of our right as Ameri- 
cans ‘“‘to live, to worship, to work, to 
assemble, to trade, to express our- 
selves . . .” he seemed studiously care- 
ful not to say, “to worship freely ac- 
cording to our consciences, to assemble 
freely as citizens, to express ourselves 
freely as we honestly think,’”’ or words 
otherwise unequivocal and explicit. 

We would like to think that Arch- 
bishop Spellman believes fully and 
wholly in American democracy. But he 
has said nothing incompatible with his 
following the thought of Sheen who 
preaches in his cathedral, of the com- 
mittee of Bishops in ‘“The Church and 
Social Order,” of Don José Antonio 
Primo de Rivera as expounded by Arch- 
bishop Spellman’s recent host, Bishop 
Eijo y Garay of Madrid. 

LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


The Fourth Anniversary of The Protestant was celebrated at a function in 
honor. of Kenneth Leslie on March 23rd at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New 
York. About 1,500 guests attended this after dinner reception. The speakers 
were: Pierre van Paassen, Ralph Bates, Johannes Steel, and Kenneth Leslie. Dr. 
John A. MacCallum was the chairman and John Hammond, Jr., chairman of the 
National Committee of Protestant Associates, presided. 

We publish some of the messages of congratulations received for the occasion. 


“Dear Mr. Leslie: 


I regret that I cannot’attend the meeting for you on March 23, but I am very 
glad that you are receiving this recognition of your able leadership as editor of 
The Protestant. 

“My greetings and best wishes to you.” Big 
ELEANOR ROOSEVELT 

Washington, D.C. 


“Politically speaking, the basic doctrines of Protestantism are those of democ- 
racy. Respect for.the individual soul, the right to judge for oneself, freedom of 
conscience—these are some of the fundamental tenets of Protestantism; they are 
also the underlying principles of democracy. 


‘In its youth, in the days of Milton and Cromwell, Protestantism was a vigor- 
ous militant faith. But success dulled its fighting edge. In many places it became 
apologetic and defensive. In the crisis that has recently engulfed the world, 
Protestant leadership has not been all that it could have been, but I believe that 
there is now evidence of a genuine Protestant revival. In this country, much of the 
credit for the new stirring of Protestantism belongs to Kenneth Leslie, who has 
given The Protestant brilliant and courageous leadership. As a militant democrat 
and fighting Protestant, Kenneth: Leslie personifies the finest traditions of both, 
and, together with thousands of other Protestants, I take this occasion to express 
my admiration and my best wishes for long years of success for him.” 

HAROLD L. IcKEs 
Washington, D. C. 


“TI regret that I cannot be present at the dinner in honor of Kenneth Leslie, but 
I would seize any chance to send a message in his praise. The Protestant is uniquely 
valuable and needed, for there has never been a time when it was more important 
to reaffirm the religious and ethical basis of Americanism. It is good to be 
reminded of all we owe to Protestantism—popular education, the spread of civil 
liberties, toleration, the growth of democracy and the growth of science. These 
precious possessions are threatened now not only by Nazis and Fascists but almost 
as much by other religious bodies—which have never accepted them at heart—and 
this is the time to say so. More power to The Protestant and Kenneth Leslie.” 


VAN WyYcCK BROOKS 
Westport, Conn. 
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“I cannot be with you March 23rd, except in thought. I do agree that public 
tribute to Kenneth Leslie for his courageous and liberal editorship of The 
Protestant is overdue. Congratulations are in order—not only to the militant editor 
—hbut also to those here to pay that tribute—and to liberals everywhere for having 
so valiant a champion of the fundamental rights of all free men.” 
DoroTtHy S. BACKER 
New York, N.Y. 


“It was ever so kind of you to ask me to come to the dinner in honor of 
Kenneth Leslie. I have a high opinion of him and great respect for the fine work 
his magazine is doing. It is an unusual and indispensable task. Someone has to 
have the courage and the brains to attack the serpent of clerical Fascism. 

“But much as I would like to come, I am afraid it is not feasible. I have been 
ill the better part of last year, and these past two weeks have been very difficult for 
me. Going out in the evening now is quite out of the question. 

“It was very generous of you to ask me as a guest of honor. I don’t feel 
entitled to such a distinction—I should only want to come to see Mr. Leslie and 
absorb the inspiration I am sure will mark the whole meeting. But that’s for 
another time. 

“With best wishes.” 

ARTHUR UPHAM POPE 
New York, N.Y. 


“I deeply regret Philadelphia engagement tonight prevents my presence at 
meeting in honor of The Protestant and Kenneth Leslie. The magazine and its 
editor has a unique place in the American scene. At the present time both merit the 
support of all who love true freedom and would carry forward in and for our time 
the spirit of the Reformation.” 

Dr. JOHN A. MACKAY 
Princeton, N. J. 


‘Please express my congratulations to Kenneth Leslie on the occasion of The 
Protestant’s fourth birthday, and my hopes for its continued vigorous existence. 
The Protestant is an able and effective combatant in the war against anti-Semitism 
and other manifestations of prejudice and reaction.” 

FREDA KIRCHWEY 
New York, N.Y. 


‘Kenneth Leslie is fighting in the inspiration and leadership of the supreme 
struggle for human freedom—for the enlightenment of the mind and spirit of 
man. His daring and dauntless courage under fire from obscurantists in high 
places, plus his rare prophetic and literary gifts, make him a tower of strength and 
vision in the everlasting battle for human liberation, justice and progress. 


“The Protestant is the vital medium of his message and should be generously 
supported by all who care for the freedom of the human spirit among all the 
peoples of this our world. : 
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“This mighty hour in mortal destiny so outwardly marked by destruction, 
suffering and sudden death; is inwardly marked by creative vision and Movements 
for the emancipation of man, above any other hour in a thousand years. 

“May this tremendous year in the destiny of mankind bring enlargement in the 
resources of The Protestant and the promise of the large fulfillment of its Mission.” 

RAYMOND ROBINS 
Brooksville, Florida 


“T join enthusiastically in honoring Kenneth Leslie whose intelligent knowl- 
edgable work for a peace based on justice is of outstanding worth especially his 
present efforts at spreading understanding of significance and achievements of 
Soviet Union.” 

HEWLETT JOHNSON 
Canterbury, England 


“I hold Kenneth Leslie in high regard for his wide human sympathies, his 
strong grasp of the realities of the world situation and his courageous championship 
of a wide gamut of causes that have in their triumph our hope and prospect for a 
better future for humanity. May Kenneth Leslie continue to keep Protestantism 
and the whole church awake to their vast responsibilities at this hour and may all 
sorts and conditions of men profit from the great advocacy that The Protestant is 
giving on their behalf.” 

ERNEST GRAHAM GUTHRIE 
Chicago, Illinois 


A FIVE FOOT SHELF OF SHAME 
Stands in the office of the PROTESTANT. The books on this shelf are used in 
teaching millions of American children anti-Semitic poison. 
THE TEXTBOOK COMMISSION 
To Eliminate Anti-Semitic Statements in American Textbooks 
FOR THE FIRST TIME IN 2000 YEARS 


ATTACKS A CHRISTIAN SIN 
We must expose this condition 
to the light of democratic action— 
NOW! before America plunges over 
the abyss of physical anti-Semitism . . . 
HELP! Send in yowr contribution 


Make checks payable to JOHN HAMMOND, JR., Trustee and send to the Textbook 
Commission, 521 Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y. 
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TRUTH TASTES BITTER THESE DAYS 


and we haven't time to sugar coat if... 


Whether you know it or not, the propaganda octopus seeks 
you out. Whether you, are living in’ Spokane, Wash... or 
Laredo, Tex., the tentacles of propaganda are pulling at you. 


The: truth tastes bitter. Perhaps you don't want it. You, do 
need it. 


The commercial press will not print the truth about racial 
discrimination. Clerical Fascists are using our freedom to kill 
our freedom, and our press is muzzled completely on this issue. 


THE, PROTESTANT has stood alone in insisting that Russia 
is anti-Fascist and that she proved it up to the point of en- 
dangering her own existence. . 


THE,PROTESTANT brings to you the best thought of world 
Protestant leaders. They dare to write the truth. If you are 
not reading THE PROTESTANT regularly, you are missing 
some of the most thoughtful contributions to world leadership. 


Begin now by sending us $3 for 12 issues or make up a list of 
five friends who should be reading it and send us $5 for five 
trial subscriptions at $b. each. 


THE PROTESTANT 
521 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Entlosed isin Nay A 
[] Enter my subscription for 12 issues at $3. 
NOW, [1] Enter subscriptions for the enclosed names at 


‘ _ your special offer of $1 each'(5 issues). » 
| PLEASE! 
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